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PREFACE. 


T is well kwown that there are in the Communion of the 
Church of Rome, 4 great many Learned Perſpus, 
that do nat approve of all which it teacheth, and that 
do earneftly long for a Reformation, pays they 

—_— remais within its boſome. But it is wo leſs truc, 
that there's but very few, that have the courage to make their 
ano known, aud "tis no hard matter to gueſs at the Rea- 
ns of it, | 
pps laſt Age, ove, Picherel, aud ſowe others of great 
note, wrate ſolid Treatiſes on certain matters of Controyerþe, 
and explain'd themſelygs juſt as Proteftants do now, . And 


' #n the preſent, Mpgnlieur de Marca did the ſame, on the 


Dotrine of the yep d "I 42 Canes ie 
nedittine, ox moſt of the principal. ions. whergin Pro- 
teftants differ from the Charck of | Rome. .* Byt as if evory 
one feared ſuch uſage 45 Father Paolo, .end poor Bar 
found , for the Liberty they had taken, the works .of the 
fincere and learned Men, have almoſt always been ſuppreſt 
during their Life:time, end wot ſuffer d to come ahroad till . 
after their Deceaſe. | 
It is therefore ſomething more than ordinary, to behold 
the Work of a Perſon now living, and of the Communion 
of the Church of Rome, that dares ſhew the like affettion 


for the Reformation of his Church in the Doitrine of the 
| | A 3 Euchariſt, 


The Preface. 


Euchariſt, and that heartily wiſhes, the Biſhops end Clergy 
of France , would take it into their ſerious conſideration, 
This Perſon ts conſiderable for his Quality, but much moye 
for his great Learning. Fe was an intimate friend of the 
tate Monſieur de Launoy's, 4 #oted Divine of the acult y 
of Paris, who mightily deſired to ſee a free Council, wherein 
Men 'might ſpeak their thoughts touching the Reforming ,of 
the Romzſh Church; \and it flain'y | appears he was of the 
- Jame judgment with this Eminent Per(op, touching the o- 
Frine of Tranſubſtantiation. 

' The Reader may reſt aſſured that the Author's Manuſcript 
Copy has been exatly follow'd in the Edition of this Work ; 
which not . only his Letters, now in our Haxds, will juſtifie, 
but alſo the Originat of theſe Papers, which he ſent to a 
Friend t6 be Printed. RTM L 


It is to be hoped the World will not take it ill, if the As- 


thor of this Work be not more particulasly deſcribed, which 
could not be done without expoſing him to the' malice of thoſe 
who nſe all mann. r of ways te deſtroy ſuch of their party, 
4s do own the Truth." It nearly behoves the Biſhops and 
Clergy of Frapce, to make ſome ſerious: Reflettions up- 


on what the. Author thought fit to repreſent to them concer- 


ing Tranſubſtantiation. The ſame might have heen ſaid 
to the other Articles of the Romiſh belief, which are re- 
Teited by Proteffants,- as fo" many additions to the ancient 
Faith, of rh# Primitive Chriſtians ; which are impos'd upon 
"Mens... conſciences 'Þy the Chergy, by 'fuch mnheard-of ways, 
aud that are fo contrary to the nature of Religion. If ſack 
Remonſtr ances us weir 4 are not of ſufficient force to. make 


them change their proceedings - againſt Proteftants;, they - 


will at leaſt ſerve to ſhew their Injuſtice tefore Men, and 
wil! one day ageratate their conderanation before the Tribus 
pal of God. 


| 
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2 .  # Treatiſe of Thhflbſtantiation: 
T Szcundem That the Holy Scriptures ſhould not be lnterpreted, 4 But by rh6-- 
arg ha dy unanimens conſent of the Ancient Fathers, 
enſun Parrem. The Proteitants bave thought this Maxyn ſo reaſonable, that 
Admined by Monſieur Larreque a French Miniſter, faith in his-Preface to the 


wt of rhe Eucharift , that he believes there is no Maa of Senſe, 
ſtares, ought to admit of it.. Aud rx was received as a Rule of Faith 
bj uſe 'd Tharch. , by. Php borl , by 


ot, Vw, Beta. gf 


bar Act, ſh che —_ 


= of Trent has defin'd it ſo; Oc that the Council of Later an - | 


in the year 1215. ſuppos/0 it to be ſd ,, vert gaihn. ipſam quam tenemus + 
fidem commendeverie Milevicanus Optatus , vel" Adediolanenſis : Am- 


a De oe Boe ate 1: LT 


is contai | and underſtood in that Senſe by - 
WP," the nniwow conn of te : Doftors and ny has oo. $906- 
7 Fs ONffgre uh, Yo R's 


— _— - 


a yank i dr 
racior 3; ve will chiefly 


0 —— 
Ju PO # 
EE rt ne OO" > 


4 "Treatiſe of Tranſubantiation. 


TAKS 4 


N the firſt place, That there have been Catholick DoCtors g.yerat be. 
& which have taught, that Tranſubſtantiation is No ancient ors of the 
Dofrine, * Smuarez formally aſlerterh it, although indecd he Church of 
ſaith, their Opinion ovght to be corre&ted. The truth is, *.* Peter pans ol 
Lombard Maiter ofthe Sentences, faith expreſly, S; queras qualss Arin _ 
ſit illa converſio, an formalis, an ſubſtanialis, an alterius generis, de» ſubſtantiation 
firire non audeo. not to be ve+ 

Secondly, f Scotus ſaith, That there were formerly three Opi- JJ Weirnr: 
nions touchiug the changing the Bread into the Body of Chriſt, ;,;- Tm. is 
the firſt of which held that the Bread remain'd ia the Eucharsſt, zuch. piſp. 
ln the Paragraph, quantum ergo ad iſtum articulum, &c, he laith, 79. $2. 2. 
that at preſent the Church of Rome holds Tranſubſtantiation. IVunc 4 _ 
ntem ipſa tenet ( Sanfta Rom. Eccleſia) panem tranſubſtantiari, + Sooth wy 
Anda little under , he faith, ad tertium ubi ſtat vis, dicendum quod in 4.4.11.4. 3. 
Eccleſia declaravit iſtum mntelletum efſe de veritate fides., in illo Sym- $. Hee duo 
bolo edito ſub Innocentio tertio in (oncilio Lateranenſi, And ſince *4t2da. 
this Declaration made by this Council held in the year 1215; it 
is an Article of Faith. Tenendium eft eſſe de ſubſtartia fides, C& hoc poſt 
sſtam declarationem ſolemnem, * Bellarmine doth own that Scots * 156, 4. de 
did believe Tranſubſtantiation was no Article of Faith before the Exch. cap. 23. 
Council of Lateran under Innocent the Third; but he adds, that 
*was becauſe Scorus did not know of the Council held under 
Gregory the Seventh, ard that he had not read the Authorities of 
the Fathers which faith Bellarmin, I have now recited, 

Thirdly , + Peter Dayly, Cardinal and Biſhop of Cambray faith, + p, ny 
It doth not clcarly follow from the Determination of .the Church, oa 4th Senr. 
that the ſubſtance of Bread ceaſeth, therefore he doth not believe 4:5 Art. 4+ 
this to be the ancient Doctrine. 

Fourthly , * Cardinal C#ſa, Excit. I. 6. Serm, 40. Super una Fad oa. 
Oblatione, Ae ummavit, &c. Tn , That there were ſome on ds 


-Divines which did not believe Tranſubſtantiation. 


Fifthly, 4 Eraſmus in his Notes on the Firlt to the Corinthians, + rraſmus. © 
faith, That it was late ere the Church eſtabliſhed Trayſubtan 


tration. 


B * Sixthly, 


4 
» A!phonſus 
3 Caſiro 
Lib. $. contr. 
Herty. 
F Tonjtal 
Lib. 1. of the 
SAacramc ur. 


C:ſſ«nttr, 


Du Moulin. 


Fo. v0 t94 ne 


De Marca. 


4 Treatiſe of Tranſubſtantiation. 

* Sixthly , Alphonſus 4 Caſtro , ſaith, That the ancient Writers 
very ſeldom ſpake of Tranſubſtantiation. 

Seventhly, f Torftall Bilhop of Uurhim abont the middle of the 
laſt Century , ſpeaking of the Breads being chang'd into the Body 
of Chriſt , 1aith, It were much better to leave it to the Liberty of 
Chriſtians tov believe as they pleas'd, of the manner in which this 
change is made, as it was practi,'d in the Church , before the 
Council of Eter-:n. 

Eighthly, C-fſander in his Conſultation with the Emperour 
Maximilian the Second , touching the differences of Religion, 
confellerh that Tranſubſtantiation is a Novelty , and that "were 
much better to keep to the terms of the Ancients, that the Abules 
therein, approach near to Idolatry. 

Nintbly, Charles ds Moulin, the Oracle of the French Civilians, 
upon the Edif#s and Ordinances of France , againſt the Injuries of 
Popes, Num. . 406. ſpeaks in theſe Terms; Innocent the Third 
forged, or at lealt eſtabliſhed it as a general Article of Faith, and 
as neceſſary to be believed by all, as that of the holy Trinity, 
the Tranſubſtantiation of the Bread and Wine into the true Body 
and rue Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, 

Tenthly, John Tribarne a m_ Divine, in the 4th. Sent. 
Diſt. 11. q- 3. Diſp. 42, S. 1. faith, That in the Primitive 
Church it was matter of Faith , that the Body of Jeſus Chriſt was 
contain'd under the Species of Bread and Wire, but that *twas 
kot any matter of Faith to hold that the ſubſtance of Bread was 
changed into the Fleſh of Jeſus Chriſt, and that it ſubſiſted no 
longer after Conſecration. 

Eleventhly, Monſieur de Marca, Archbiſhop of Pars in his 
Poſthumous Diſſertations, ſaith, in his Frezch Treaiilc of the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt , That until S. Cbryſoſtom's time, it was 
believed the. Bread was the Body of Jeſus Chriſt by a marvelous 
change that comes on the Bread; but that it becomes united to 
the incarnate Word and to his Natural Budy, the Bread not 
changing its Nature, and yet not going into the Drauzhe ; which 
is.a kind of piou; conſideration which he added againſt 0rzger. 


PART 


— UM 


_ —————————————— — — — 
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PANE Ss 


S$ for the Second Point , which is to ſee if there is effeAiyely That the An- 
to be found in the Writings of the Ancients, ſufficient cients indzed 


Authorities to believe that the Ancients did not believe T-az- —s __ 
eve [Ird47- 


ſubſtantiation. [ubtanti 
_——_— | alledge their Authorities, two Refl:tions may be ay TY 

Firſt, that our own Authors do obſerve, that Tranſubſtar. Of t. 
riation is not expreſly mention'd nor taught in the Scriptures, The Papitts 
* Scotxs Cited by Bellarmine , of the Euchariſt, Lib. 3. cap. 23. _— that 
ſaith, Ir doth not plainly follow from the words of Jeſus Chrilt, ects tuiinks 
This 1s my Body, that the Bread is tranſubſt antiated. prure. $9 

f Ockham laith of Tranſubſtantiation , that it cannot be pro» * Fiotss. 
ved by natural Reaſon, nor by. Authority of the Bible , but F 9:&han. 
only by the Authority of the Ancients. Lib.4-1-34- 

\ _ de Caſtro dilapproves what Ockham ſays, that it » Atforſu de 
can be proved by the Authority of the Ancients, for he faith, ca{ro 
that it was not to be found, no inore than Indulgences were, in the /0c«b»lo 
Writings of the Ancients. | dalgentie. 

Gabriel | Biel ſpeaking of Tranſubſtantiation , ſaith, That it is f Biel. 
not expreſly taught in the Holy Scriptures. Lett, 40. in 

Cardinal * Cajeran does not find the words of Jeſus Chriſt, CO Las 
This 4s my Body, clear, neither for the Real Preſence, nor for js 3 p.8. : 
Tranſubſtantiation , without the determination of the Church, be Th 9+ 75 
joyned to them. Art. 7. 
| The ſecond Refleftion, is that Tranſubſtantiation comprehend. 09). 2. 
ing a great many Difficulties quite contrary to natural Reaſon, None of the 
.none of the Jews nor Pagan Philoſophers, diſputing againſt : = > 
the ancient Chriſtians , ever dream'd of making any O5j:Ctions nr kg 
againſt it in their Diſputations. Trypho the Jew charges us ſiians the dit- 
with things monſtrous, incredible, and ſtrangely invented , as ficultics of It 
.what we teach of Feſ.«+ Chriſt's being before Aaron, and Araham, Kot Thgyes. 
that he took on him our Nature, that be was born of a Virom , that 

B 2 Cod 


Nor Celſus. 
FL. 4. O 2+ 
contr. Cel]. 


Nor Jalian. 
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God (bould be born, be made Man; that we ſhould adore a Man, that 
we ſhould put our truſt in him , and that we ſhould invoke another God 
beſides the Creator , all this appears in S. 7uſtia Adartyr, in his 
Dialogue againit Trypho. | 

The Pagans reproach us for ſaying God has a Sor , that this 
Son ſhould appear in humane (hage, and they ſtile it che Follies of the 
Chriſtian Diſcipline that God ſhould be born , and that he ſhould 
be born of a Virgin, and be a God of Fleſh, crucified and buried, 


The laſt Judgment , the pains of eternal Fire , the 7oys of Heaven, 


the Refarreftion of the Dead. All this appears by Clement of v4 
lexandria Stromat. 1. 6. by Tertullian his Apologet. ch. 21. 47- 
in his Treatzſe of the Fleſh of Chriſt , chap. 4. and 5. And ia his 
Treatiſe of the Teſtimony of the Soul , Chap. 4. By S. Juſtine in 
his ſecond Apology , and Arnobius in his ſecond Book, 


Gelſus, in * Origen, ſcoffs at the Incarnation, as of a thing 


unworthy of God. In the Sixth Book, he laughs. that we 
thould believe God ſhould be born of a Virgin. In the Third 
and Eighth Book, he faith of Chriſtians, That they honour 
with a Keligiows Worſhip even above all Religion, a Man that 
was a Priſoner and that ſufjered Death. He even thereby pleads 
for the pluratity of his Gods : as if Chriſtians were not a+ 
tisfh'd in worSippirng one God , under colour that they adored 
Fiſus Chriſt ; If Chriſtians , faith he in the Eighth Book , worſbip- 
ped but one God, they might have ſome colour tg deſpiſe others. But 
they pay infinite Honours to him that bas but very lately appear'd , 
and yet they don't think they diſpleaſe God when they ſerve and honour 
bis Miniſter. 

Julian the Apoſt ate oppos'd the Myſtery of the Incarnation, the 
Divinity of Feſus Chriſt, the Salvation be purcbas d for ns by the price 
of his Blood, he reproaches us. with the glorious Title of A4o- 
ther of God, which we give to the Bleſſed Firgin ;, he conteſts 
the Myſtery of the Trinity of Perſons and Unity of Efſence, aC+ 
cuſing us of contradicting Afoſes, who laid, There is but one 
God; He reproaches us for Baptiſm; Sce, ſaith he, what Paul 
Jarth to them , that they are ſanttified and cleanſed by Water , as 
if Water could penetrate to the Soul, to waſh and purifie it > Ba- 
priſm can't ſo much as cleanſe a Leper , nor a Scurf, it cannot 
heal a Cancer nor the Gout, He aggravates what we read, that 
God viſits the Iniquity of the Fathers upon the Children, thereby 
to. endeavour to attack the Dettrine of Original Six. He bold- 


ly queſtions what God faith in the Book of Numbers touching 


Phineas, 


. ee... is. | . 


A Treatiſe of Tranſubſtantiation. &: 

Phineas , that thruſt his Javelin through the Body of an Iſ- 
raclite that committed Folly with a AMidianitiſh Woman , which 
turn'd away Ged's Anger from the Children: of Ifcacl, and hin 
der'd him from conſuming them. Lee »s ſuppoſe , ſaith he, that 
there had been to the Number of one Thouſand that bed attempted 
to have tranſereſſed the Law of God, ought fix hundred Thouſand to 
have been deſtroy'd for the faky of ane and ; ' i ſeems to me to 
have been much juſter to have ſaved one ill Man with ſo many good 
ones , than to involve ſo many geod Men in the rune of one 
bad one. 

There's ſcarce any of our Myſerics that have rot been cen- 
ſur'd by the Fews or Pagans; yet. 'tis very (trange that not one 
ſhould accuſe us of admitting in the Euchariſt, accidents With« 
out ſubſtance , whiteneſs without auy thing that's white , row!dveſs 
without any thing round ; weight without any thing that's werghty 3 
a corruption whereunto the ſpecies are ſubject, without any thing 
that's capable of being corrupted; a Nauriſhment in the Symbals, 
without any thing that can nowriſh; 2 power inthe Wine to be helc 
without any thing that may be ſmelled. No body ever reproach'd 
vs with ſo ſtrange a thing, that a Man with one word ſhould 
d:ſtroy a ſubſtance which he holdeth in his hands, and that ncvers 
theleſs againſt the teſtimony of all the Senſes, I fee that which is 
no more; | feel that which 1 do' zet feel, 1raftetbat which | do noe 
taſte, 1 underſtand that which 1 do not underſtand; 1 tauch that which 
Ido not touch, that l ſhould be rowrsſhed with nothing +, that my 
rafte ſhould be delighted with nothrxg ; chat my Eyes _ Ears ſhould - 
be ſtruck with Nothing 

The three RefleQions we have hitherto made, That mapy of the Hence tt fol- 
antient Catholick Doctors have not believed Tranſubſtantiation to 19%% Mat * 
beantient; That they have judged it could not evidently be ded» CORE 
ced from the Holy Scriptures ,, and, That the antient Pagan F&v/oſt+ nor ancienr. 
phers have not reproached us with it, are three very {ſtrong Sup» - 
poſitions to make us mightily doubt the Antiquity of this Dofrine. 
But to ſhew evidently that *was but ia the laſt Ages that this api-- 
nion was made an Article of Faith , we need only conſult the 
Dottors of the Primitzve Church, and ſee if they have effcRively 
explain'd the Euchariſt by the Syſteme of Tranſubſtantiation. 


That: 
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A. Treatiſe of Tranſubſautiation. 


That the Fathers of the SECOND CENnTuURY. 


did not believe Tranſubſtantiation. 


0 Tuſtin e Martyr ſaith , ** That after the common Prayers were 
. ** ended , there was preſented to the chief of the Brethren , 
© which was God's Miniſter , the Bread andthe Wine, mixt with 
*© Water, which he receiv'd into his hatids, and giving thanks and 
& glory to the Father of Heaven and Earth, through Jeſws 
© Chriſt his Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, &c. and the ſaid Preſident 
* or Miniſter having ended his thanksgiving , the People ha- 
« ving all ſaid Amen, thoſe whom we call Deacons and Miniſters, at- 
& rending on this Holy Service, give to = one preſent at the Holy 
& Communion, part of this Holy Bread, ſo bleſſed and glorify'd ; and 
&« alſo of the Holy liquor mixt of Wine and Water, upon which Prayers 
& had been made. And alittle lower, ** Behold, Lord, we do not 
« receive this Bread nor this Wine as common Bread and Wine , 
& but as Jeſus Chriſt is become Fleſh and Blood by the Word, ſo alſo 
&« the nouriſhment which by the Word is become a Sacrament, and 
« of which by converſion and change , our fleſh and Blood are 
&« nouriſh'd, © as we have learned, the Fleſh and Blood of 7eſus Chriſt 
© Carnate. 

If St. 7»ſtin had believed that the ſubſtance of the Bread, W.ne, 

and Water had been charged after Conſecration, ſo that they had 
been deſtroy'd, how could he have faid, that after Conſecration 
the Deacons did diſtribute tothe People the Bread, the Wine, and 
the Water ? 
' Secondly, When he ſaith, we do not take this Bread and Wine 
as common Bread and Wine : this language amongſt the antient 
Doctors intimates, that both the one and the other do ſtill ſubſiſt, 
but that by Conſecration, they have acquir'd a new vſe and quality. 
As when Cyril of Ferwſalem Catech, 3. Ad Ilum. faith, Approach 
not t) Baptiſm as to common Water. Or as Gregory Nyſſen ſaith of 
Baptiſm, Do not deſpiſe the Holy Font, and look, not upon it 4s common 
Water. 

To conclude , this bleſſed Martyr faith, Our Body and Blood 
are nouriſh'd by the change of the Enchariſtical food, which copverts 


and 
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and turns it ſelf into our Fleſh and Blood. Theſe words plainly ſhew, 
that *tis the Bread and Wine which are turn'd into our Subſtance, 
iato our Fleſh, and into our Blood, ſeeing that tis "certain, that 
the real Fleſh and Blood of Jeſus Curiſt, is not converted into our. 
Fleſh and Blood, So when Juſtin ſaith, That the Sacramental Food 
is the Body and Flood of Jclus Chriſt, that imports, that *cis not 
common Bread and tine, but a Bread and Wine which isto be 
conſider'd as the / lejh and Blood of the Word incarnate. 

S. Ireneus proves againlt Yalentine and his followers, that our 
Bodies ſhall not be deltroy*d, and by conſc.quence that they ſhall 
be raiſed incorruptible by receiving the Sacrament, as the Bread 
of the Euchariſt becomes ſupernatural by the invocation ot the 
Holy Giolt, | 

We eſtabliſh in the Euchariſt ; ſaith S. Irenzus, the (ommuninn 
and unity of the Fl. ſh and of the Spirit, for as the Bread which 3 of 
the Earth, recerving the wnvocatwn of God, 1 no wy common Bread, 
but is the Sacrament compos'd of two things, one Terreſtrial, and the 
other Celeſtial: So. alſo” our Bodies which recerue the Encha) it, are no 
longer corruptible, but have the Hope of a future Reſurrettion. /3 

Fhis -pafſuge doth ſuppoſe; : rhat the . Bread remains in the Eu- 
chariſt 7, an the firit place, becaule if Conſecration did deſtroy the 
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7oftin Martyr, 


Iren#45 


Adverſus He- 
ref. b. 4+ 6 24» 


ſubſt ance of tie Bread and Wwe; it mult be confels'd the Holy __ 


Doctor -had taken wrong mealares, to ſhew that.the Fleſh is not 
deſtroy'd by the grace of. the Huly Spirit, by. the Bread of the 


Euchariſt, which- it ſelf, ſhould. be deſtroy'd by the grace of the ., 


Spirit which comes upon if, tay | 
Secondly; Becauſe a lictie before, Ireneus faith, How '5s itthey 
fay, the Fleſh (hall be deſtroy'd and turn to corruption, ſeeing it 18 
nouriſh'd with the boy. and blaod of (lhriſt? . | 
Now the Fleſþ is ted-by the converſion of nouriſhment into the 
body. which nut being to Le. ſaid of Feſwa Chriſt, is only to be 
apply'd to thr Bread... .Morcover theſe vw ords, That che Euchariſt 
5s compos'd of two things;l\;fh:ieptly ſhew,that the Fread remains ; for 
to ſay I-enexs meals by a Terreſtr44l thing, the accidents of Bread and 
Wine, bficesthat S.. Auſtin la th in the ſecond Book of Suliloquies, 
Chap. 12. thit*.s a thiig ':onſtrous to ſay that accidents 1Hſilt 
without. a ſubj:& ; [re- es alſo himſelf faich, Book 2. cap. 14. 
that Water cannot be w:thout moiſture, Fire without heat, a Stone 
without hardnets. For theſe things are fo united, thar the one 
cannot be ſeparated from the other, but the one muſt ſubſilt in 
the other. Sv 1n like manner, by this Terreſtrial thing mult be 
| underſtood 


"TO A Triabſe of Tranſubſtantiation. 
PY ntderſtood the B/ra2asS. Gregory Nat. ſaith in his fourth Orath 
AGE li. 6h according to Bilms his verſion, Bupriſi alſo is compos'd of two thing s, 
Water and the Spirit ; the one is viſible and is meant in a corporal 
 mahntr, | but the other t5 inviſible and oper ates after a ſpiritual-manner ;, 
the one, Fa. Typical, the” other cleanſeth that which is 1nward, and moſt 
hidden, ** | 
* Clem Alexand, [{lethevie of Alexavidria faith the ſame in different terms. The 
: mA * © Blood of Chriſt '4s twofold, the one 5s carnal , whereby we are 
©& liver d. from corruption , the other is ſpiritual , whereby we 
& arg atointed, and that 5s to drink the Blood of Feſus Chriſt, to 
©'be pdrtaktrs of the incorruption of the Lord. Now the virtne 
« of the Word 4s the Holy Spirit, as the Blood is the virtue of the 
© Fleſh. By Analogy then, the Wine, mixt with | Water, ms 
* rhe Spirit with Man; and this mixture makes the Wine the 
*pleaſanter to" drink , but the Spirit leadeth to sncorruption. Now 
*rhis mixture of the one with the ather , to wit, of the Wine and 
<':he Werd, 53 called Eucharift, which 5s highly efteem'd, whereby thoſe 
«who worthily partake of it by Faith, are ſanttify d both in their 


: "IrOteius.. 


<< Body and Soul. 

* Grzc> When Clement of Alexandrix ſaid that the Enchariſ# isa mixture 
pgrrs of Vine and the Word, it is a compoſition, a mixture, which coold 
ſignifies mix» Not be, if there was but the Word only in the Euchariſt.” For 
ure, a mixture is at leaſt of 'two things: So the Fathers have called 


Feſus Chriſt, a mixture of God and Men. The Body of Man, faith 
'$. Auſtin Ep. S. Auſtin, 5s @' "mixture of Body and Soul 5 the Perſon of Chriſt is # 

2 ad Voluſen. mixture of God and Man. 

Ibrodotus. The Epitotne of Theottotus faith, The Bread and Oyl are ſanttified 
by the virtue'of the 'name , and = remain not what they were before, 
though 1o look on them they ſeem to be the ſame, but by virtxe, they are 
changed into a Spiritual forces So water ſanttified is become Baptiſm, 
it riot only retains what's leſs, but alſo-acquires a ſanttification. | 

The author ſaith, The Bread is changed, but when he adds 
that *cis into a Spiritual virtue, he quite excludes the change of its 
Jubſtancez for by virtue, and Spiritual, cannot be underſtood 
any other change but that of vireue and quality, ſeeing this Author 
ſpeaks of this change, as being common tothe Water of Baptiſm, 
to the Oyl of UnCtion, and to the Bread of the Euchariſt, 


T bat 
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That. the Fathers of - the Tuind Cents v 
did not believe Tranſubſtantiation. 


_ 


. 


AGE in. 
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Ertullian in his firſt Book againſt Marcion , ſhewing that Trrtullien. 


Jeſus Chriſt is not contrary to the Creator, as this Here- 
tick affirm'd, faith in his 14th. Chap. Hitherro 7eſws Chriſt has 
not condemn” d the Water wherewith he cleanſeth his Children, nor the 
Oyl wherewith he anoints them, nor the Hony nor the * Milk, where- 
by he makes them his Children, nor the Bread by which be repreſents 
his body. 

By this paſſage, the Bread repreſents the Bedy of Jeſus Chriſt, 
therefore the Bread remains in the Sacrament, and this Bread 
is not. realy Jefus Chriſt, becauſe what doth repreſent , is ano- 
ws A ns | 
. Two things have been ſaid on this place of Teriallian; ficlt, 
that the Bread ſignifies the accidents of Bread ;, the ſecond that 
the Word waady » does ſignify in this place, t make preſent : 
As when in a Court of Juſtice a Priſoner is made appear as 
often as he is demanded. 

Againſt the former, there's no reaſon to believe that 
Tertullian ſpeaking of Water , of Oy!, of Heny, and Afilk, 
- ſhould intend to _ of their accidents, but of their very ſub- 
Hance, and that ſpeaking of Bread, he ſhould ſpeak only of its 
accidents. 

Againſt = ſecond + moſt _ _ A of $Sa- 
craments, the term to ſzenfy is taken literally ,- to ſom 
S. Auſtin ſaith, Ep. 5. the ſigns, when applyed to my « 15/4 
are called Sacraments. Tertulian explains himſelf clearly 
Lib. 3. againſt Aarcion, ſo that there's no-cauſe of doubt- 
ing, when he faith, That Jeſus Chriſt has given to the 
Bread the priviledge of being the figure of his Body.” The 
ſame Termnllian lib. 4+ contra Marcion. cap. 40. - doth 
prove that Jeſus Chrift had a' real Body , and not one in 
ſhew only, as Marcion dream'd, and: he proves it by this argu- 
ment : That which hath a figure ovght to be real and rue; 
now 


F2 


A Treatiſe of Tranſubſtantiation. 


FAD) now Jeſus Chriſt hath in the 'Euchariſt a fare of his Body , 
AE li. cherefore the Body of Jeſus Chriſt is rea! and true, and 
_— >» not a Phantome. 


Ter th I ia ”.. 
 —_— —  —— — 


Teſus Chriſt, ſaith Tertallian, having taken the Bread which 
he - arſtribmed amongſt bis Diſciples , he made it his Body, 
ſaying, This 4s the figure of my Body: now it had been no 
figures if Jeſus Chriſt had not had a real and true Body; 
for an empty thing as a Phantaſm #:, is. not capable of having 


pny figwre. 
From hence - "tis concluded , that the Bread being the 


figure of 'the Boay of Jeſus Cbrift, and that which is a figure, - 


being. diſtingyyſhed from the thing fgxifed, the Bread of 
the Eugyariſt is not properly. and truly the Body of Feſus 


Cbrift, and. ſo. the Bread is not deſtroy'd, but remains to be- 


the fiowre of the Body of Jeſus Chriſt. 


lt it be ſaid, the Bread is deſtroy'd, and that the acci-. 


dents of - Bread-are the figure Of the - Body: of Jeſus Chriſt, 
this gives . pp _ the;; victory to- Adarcien, tO prove, that 
F-ſus Chriſt had a rr#e Bogy, and not one in: ſhew only, 
becauſe Jeſus Chriſt ' bath in the Encheriſt the figure of 


Breed, which ;is Rand only in appearance. Marcion might- 
ve retorted the argument and faid, according to you, . 


Teriullian, the Sacrament is the figure of the Body of Jeſus 
Chrilt; now as this figare is Bread 1n. eppearance, and is called 
Sread-galy. begauſe of... the outward argrdents and guakities 
which x, xetaigs,; (o alſo the, Body. of Jeſus Chriſt was only 
2 Body. i * appearance, and. was called a Bedy becauſe it had the 
aytward acridents and qualitiese. 

Apain,. as Tertullsan faith, That Jeſus Chriſt diſtributed to 
his Diſciples the Bread which he had taken to make it the 
figure of. his, Body 7, it "is moſt certaig he took true Bread » 
aud by eguence, that he diſtributed rrye Bread, 

[The ſame Teriyullian in his Treatiſe of the Soul, diſputing 
againit the Acagdertians that queltion'd the truth of the 
teſtimony of the Senſes, ſaith ro them, that we muſt not at 
all doubt of the teſtimony of the Senſes , leſt occaſion might 
farther, be taken to doubt the ations of the humanity of Jeſus 
:Ebriſk, thak 14-might ner be ſaid, That it was vatrue that he ſaw 


$44 fall from Heaven That it was not true, that he beard 
.the Father's yoice. irgm heaven bearing witneſs. to bis any 
| A at. 
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That he was deccived when he touched Peter's Wif.s Mother ; A... 
That he was deceived when he ſinele the ſweet odour - which A G Eli. 
he was pleas'd to accept for the preparatioa to his Death 7; « | 
or, That he taſted the Wine that he confecratcd in remen!- 
brance of his BtooZ4, 

It is evident that to conſecrate Wine, in remembrance 
of Blood, cannot be underſtood. of a ſubſtance which is de- 
ſtroy'd all ſaving the accidents ; This manner of expreſſion 
in the language of the Ancients ſignifying no more, but + 
thata ſubſtance remains always in its firſt ſtate, only at- 
tains to a higher degree, which is, to be the-Sacrament of 
a Heavenly and fupernatural thing. To conelude, if Tey- . 
tullian had believed that the Wine had been deſtroy'd, and 
that nothing but the appearance was lefr, againſt the 
teſtimony of all the Senſes, had it not bee an unpar- 
donable fault in Tertwllian, to prove that the Senſes could not 
be deceived by the Example of the Exchariſt, where the 
Senſes are quite deceived ? F 

Qrigen did not believe Tranſubſtantiation when he ſaid 97: 
in his Commentary on the 13th. Chap. of S. Matth. expoun- 
didg theſe words of the Goſpel, what enters into the Month 
« Zefiles not the Man &C. as there's nothing that's impure of ;t ſelf Pu Prvon | 
& to him that's polluted and incredulous , but a thing is impure, or vn _ 
«& by reaſon of his smpurity and imcredulity;, ſo alſo, that which | Vick Map 

Jy. Tous purity J C12 ftiars, ſtop your 
© is ſanttifyed by the word of Go4 and Prayer, doth not ſanttify gars. 

&« by its proper nature, him that uſes it : If # were ſo, it would 
& alſo ſanttify him that eats unworthily of the Lord, and none 
& ſhould have been weak, nor ſick, nor ſhould have fallen aſleep, 
& by reaſon of fo eating——," If all that enters.into the Month 
&« yoes anto the Belly, and there ig caſt out into the draug ht, this food 
&« which us ſanftifyed by the word of God, and Prayer, goes 
© alſo into the Belly and is caſt ont into the' draufht, accordmg to 
© its material ſubſtance, But according to the Prayer which has 
& been thereunts added , it becomes profitable according to the 
&« meaſure of Faith, by cauſing the mind to become inlightned, 
« having regard to what is profitable, And 'tis not the maiter 
« of Bread, but the words which have been pronounc'd upon” i, 
&*© that avails him which eateth in ſuch a manner as ig not w.w.v- 
©« thy of the Lord, and -this may be ſasd of the Body Typical, or 
« Symbolical, Many things might be ſaid alſo of the Word made 
2x * Fleſh, 


Tertullian;, -F 
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Body of Jeſus Chriſt, but of the Bread which | remains, 
When he ſaith , This Bread fantified by the invocation of 
God, and by Prayer, remains in its material being, it means 
plainly, That it remains in its former ſubſtance. When 
he faith, That this Bread as to the matter of it goes down in- 
to the Belly, and is caſt into the draught as the other meats : 
This not being to be underſtood of Jeſus Chriſt without Blaſ- 
pheming , is neceſlarily ro be . underſtood of the Bread. 
When he calls this Bread the Typical Body, it ſhews plainly, 
That this not being the rue Boay, it is not Tranſubſtantiared. 
When having ſpoken of the Typical Body , he after ſpeaks 
of the Word made Fleſh, which cannot but give life to 
thoſe which eat and receive him; he ſufficiently diſtin- 
guiſheth the Bread of the Euchariſt from Feſus Chriſt; the 
former of which may be mortal, but the latter can . never 
be ſo to thoſe who receive and eat him. 

This paſlage is ſo clear and evident, that Sixtus Senene 
fs in his Bibl. / 6. annot. 66, found no better expedi= 
ent than to ſay , That "was .probable, This paſſage had 


been corrupted by the Hereticks. Gennebrard and Du Per- 


ron ſulpefted Eraſmus to bave ill tranſlated it : But the learned 


. Monſieer Hyet , nominated to be Biſhop of Soifſons, fait, ' 


It evidently appears by the Original Greek, that this paſſage 


-s no way changed. . 


The ſame Origen ſaith, in Tom. 32. of his Commens» 
tary on S. John, that the morſel of Bread Chriſt gave to 
Fudas and thoſe he gave the Apoſtles, ſaying, Take, Eat, were 
of the ſame ſort. Now if the morſel given to Judas was true 
Bread, as it is granted, and if the Bread given the other Apo- 
ſtles was not true Bread, then the one and the.other were not 
of the ſame kind. 


The 
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| - The ſame in the Seventh Homily on Leviticus, faich, That 


Teſus Chriſt before his Paſſion, drank Wine, but being ready 
to ſuffer, he refuſed to drink itz Ubs wero t 


s advent 


Cructs ſue , accipiens , inquit, Calicem benedixit, & dedit Diſci= 
pulis ſuis » dicens, Accipite & Bibite ex hocs Vos , inquit , bis 
bite quia non acceſſuri eſtis ad altare , ipſe autem tanquam 
| ——_ ad altare dicit , eAmen, dico vobis quia non bibam 
| de generatione vitis bujus, wuſque qua bibom illud novum vo- 
biſcum in Kegno Patris mes. Origen afhrms, That qur Saviour 


that in this ſen 


Apoſtles drank was not true Wine. 


| in celebrating the Euchariſt, did not drink Wine, becauſe he 
was ready to: approach the Altar ( of his Paſſion ) and 
that the Apoſtles did drink Wine , becauſe they were not 
| yet ready to approach to the Altar of Martyrdom. And 

, the Figure of the Old Teſtament was 
accompliſhed , where *twas forbidden to Aaron and his Prieſts 
to drink Wine when they were about to approach to the 
Altar. All this Dilcoucle is falſe , if J:fus Chriſt ſpake not 
theſe words of trxe Wine , I will not-drink, &c. and if what the 


Let us ſee now what St. Cyprien faith, The Sacrifice of the 
Lord recommends to us Unity: for when Jeſus Chriſt called his 
Body , the Bread which is made of ſeveral Grains, he re« 


commended the Unity of Chriſtian People, and when he called 


| " repreſented one Flock, united 


Charity. 


| his Blood, the Wie, made of ſeveral Grains and Grapes, he 

9 the Band of 
theſe words, where Jeſus Chriſt. called the Bread his Body, and 
the Wine his Blood, is as if he had ſaid of the Breads This # 
my Body, and of the Wine , /This 5s my Blood. And if hereunto 
we add the words_of- the Jeſuite Salmeron , who ſaid , If 
| Teſus (briſt had ſaid , This Bread is my Body, and this Wine 
is my Blood, it would have obliged us to have underſtood theſe 
words in a figurative ſenſe, becauſe the Bread cannot be a hu- 
mane Body , nor the Wine Blood , but #n a figurative Senſe. 
Bellarmine faith the ſame; If Jeſus Chriſt had ſaid , This 2 Exch, 
Bread is my Body, this propoſition muſt be underſtood in a fign- © © 
rative Senſe ; otherwiſe the Expreſſion would be abſurd and im- 


Now 


poſſible. Now as we fee S. Cyprian ſaith , that Feſus Chriſt 
faid of the Bread, That 'tis his Body, and of the Win, That 
*,was his Blood, it muſt be concluded therefore that Jeſus - 


Chriſt ſaid of the Bread and Wine, That they were his Body 


and: 
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FRA" 2nd Blood, that is to ſay, That the Bread and Wine were 
AGE iii. his Body and Blood in Figure, both the one and the other 
being repreſented and ſiznified by the Bread and Wine. And 
therefore in his, Epiltle to Cecilins , where at large he 
proves the Wine muit be. mingled with Water, he ſaita, If 
there be no Wine in the Cap, the Blood of Jeſus Criſt cannet 
be repreſemed to 1, becanſe "ri1 the Wine that repreſents to us 
- the Blood of Feſns Chriſt, And again, ini ubique mentio eſt, 


' (# s#deo ponitur ut Domini Sanguis Vino imelligatur. He faith. 


of the Water, that, Sola Chriſti ſanguinem non poteſ ex- 

.  primere. In aqua vidimus populum intelligi, in Vino oftends 
Sanguinem Chriſti, So that ſeeing St. Cyprian ſaith, That 
the Wine repreſenteth , expreſſeth , ſheweth, and makes us ſee 
the Blood ' of Jeſus Chriſt, as the Water repreſemteth, ex- 
prefieth, and ſhews us the Chriſtian People , it cannot be ima- 
gin'd that St, Cyprian believed the Wine was deſtroy'd , but 
on the contrary , he believed that after Conſecration , the 
' Wine remained , - and that "twas rrywe Wine that he called 
his Blood, according to what he faith in the ſame Letter, 
DOnia in parte invenimus Calicem mixtum fuiſſe quem Dominus 
o*rulit , & vinum fuiſſe quod Sanguinem ſuum dixit. 


PA That the Fathers of the Four Tu Century 
—— - did not believe Tranſubſtantiation. 


Ky{tatbins | 


ng Yn. 2, Uſtathius , Patriarch of eAntioch, upon theſe words of 
wr” Solomon in the Proverbs, Eat my Bread, and drink, the 
Wine which I have prepar'd; faith, That the wiſe « Man by 
the Bread and Wine did foreſhew the Anti types of the Body 
of Jeſus Chriſt ; Now that which is a Type, is an Jmage; 
what is an mage cannot be the thing but in Figure: fo 
_ the Bread 1s not deſtroy'd, becauſe it is the Type and 

—fin £0e Image. 
EE Euſehiua of Ceſarea, interpreting theſe words of Geneſis, 
Dem. Evanges. Chaps 49. Verl. 12. His Eyes ſhall be red with Wine, « - 
eet 


I eee ———— 
: - 
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- "Teeth white with Milk, faith, That the firſt words ſignifi the FRANCO - 

Foy that the myſtical Wine doth canſe in the Diſciples of Jeſus AGE iy. 
Chriſt when he ſaith to them, Takg, Drink, ye ALL of tbis, &c. Mow 
And theſe words , The Teeth white with Milk, do fignifie ——"T—— 
the purity and cleann'ſs of the Myſtical Food, which are the 
Symbols which Jeſus Chriſt left to his Diſciples, commanding 
x <2 to celebrate the Image of hts proper Body; not requiring any 
more bloody Sacrifices, and commanded to makes nſe of Bread for 
the Symbol of his Body. - 

Seeing then that according to this ancient Door , the 
Wine is the Symbol of the Blood of Chriſt, and the Bread 
the Figure of his Body , and both the one and the other 
an Image of the Body and Blood, the Image is not that of 
which "cis an Image; and by conſequence, in the Enchariſ?, 
beſides the Body of Jeſus Chriſt, there is alſo Bread and 
Wine , which do repreſent and ſhew him; it being evident 
by the Text of this Author , that he underſtood the words - 
of Jeſus Chriſt , This « my Body, in this ſenſe, This # the 
Symbol of -my Body. 

Cyril of Feruſalem ſaith , * Quemadmodum Pani F uchariſticus Cyril. us 
poſt *piritis Santts invocationem , non amplins eſt Panis com. Hivoſol. _ 
munis , ſed eft Corpus Chriſts , fic +: ſanttum hoc unguentum non ©4#.4.37.3, 
amplius eſt unguentum illud. 

eMacharius , a noted Hermite in Egype , who wrote his aacbarins. © 
Homilics about the year 368. faith in the 27th Homily, That oo 
before the birth of Jeſus Chriſt, the wiſe Men, Holy Men, Kings 
and Prophets, knew that Teſus Chriſt was to come tobe a redee- 
mer, but they knew not that he was to ſuffer death, that he was 
ta be Crucifyd, and that he ſhould ſhed his Blood on the Croſs , 
and that they had not attain'd ſo far as to know there ſhould be 
4 Baptiſm of Fire andof the Holy Ghoſt, and that in the Church 
ſhould be offered Bread and Wine , eAntitypes of the Body and 
Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, and that thoſe which eat of this viſible 
Bread, ſhould ſpiritually eat the Fleſh of the Lord. This Fa- 
ther ſaying that the Anzrype of the Fleſh and Blood of efws 
Chriſt is Bread and Wine, doth ſuppoſe the Bread remains , 
as not being the Real Body of Jeſus Chriſt, but a Type of it : 
now the Type is not the verity , ſed unbra veritatis, faith 
St. Ambroſe, de fide 1. 3c. 8. and by conſequence , there - 
is in the Exchariſt ſomething elſe beſides the Zody -it go of 

, us 
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FRCAPH?N Jeſus Chriſt, And when he ſairh, That thoſe which take 
AGE iv. the viſible Bread, do ſpiritually cat the Fl'ſhof Chriſt, the gives 
LEN 9 us ſufficiently co underſtand ,: that in: this auguſt: Sacra- 
| — ment, there 1s beſides the: Fleſh of ' Jeſus Chriſt a viſible Bread, 
and that the viſible Bread is eateft corporally., and the Fleſh 


bo wg OR SR 4" : IP 
$71 S. Baſil, Bilhop- of Ceſarie, in his Epiſtle to Ceſare, ſaith, 
Tp. 209, That at Alexandria, and in Egypt, each Lay perſon for the 
Re moſt part, kept the Euchariſt by them, and communicated them- 
ſelves when ' they 'pledſed " and if they receive. from the Prieſt 4 
morſel - of the . conſecrated Bread, they may receive the Holy $ 4+ 
crament daily if they lift , taking ſome of it to day,' and the reſt 
to morrow. For, ſaith, he, the Prieft in the Church gives a good 

Piece or morſel of the Euchariſt, and he that takes it, doth com- 
 municate himſelf at his pleaſure. Now, ſaith he, as. to: the validity 
and virtue of the Sacrament, it is one and the ſame, whether 
one receives one morſel, ' or two, of | the. Prieſt. > In what ſenſe 
can it be underſtood* that one receives ſeyeral parts or. parcels 
in the Euchariſt ? It cannot be meant of Jeſus Ghriſt,' whoſe 
Body cannot be divided: into merſels ; it. nig:yherefore- be 
underſtood , that S. Baſil believed thatith&=Bead [remained 
A Euchariſt as a Typical and Symbolical* Bedy 'of-.Jelis 

ri . TSS : ; k e* a 

Ephrem. em _ Deacon of the Church of Edeſſs, contenipo 

Z wits Baſil , and whoſe Writings. 5: Jerqm reports in bg 
Catalogue, were read in the Church after the Holy Scriptures ; 
he ſaith, in the Treatiſe he wrote', That Men ſhould not ſearch 
goo curiouſly into the Nature of God; conſider diligently ( ſaith 
this holy Deacon.) how Feſus Chriſt taking- the Bread 
mo his bands , bleſſed and brokg it as 4 Figure of his immaculate 
Body y, and taksng the Cup , be bleſſed it as a Type of his. bleſſed 
Blood, and gave it to his Diſciples! 16 .is evident that Epbrem 
believed the Bread is the figure of the Body , and the Wine 

the Type of 'the Blood of Chriſt ; . figura autem non. eft veritas, 

' ſed imutatic veritatis, ſaith S, G 115 pon Exodus, Tract. 

2. the Body of Jeſus Chriſt is the verity, there muſt then be 

in the Sacrament, belides the real Bedy , a material and Typs- 

- —hiy which may be the figure of the  rr#e Body of Jeſus 


S. Epipas 


"-. 
AGE iv. 
Loos of Jcſus Chriſt: now if they are figures , 'then They. are 


Gregory 
Na RLLLS 


. ſeparated it from a grones Maſs, or froma greater quantity. 


i Thitife of Trayſubſntiton. 
It_ appears by theſe words , that S. Gregory lookt upon the 
Confecrated Bread and Wine as fignres of the Body and Blood 


not that whereof they be figures, andby conſequence, there 


js in the' Sacrament ſomething elſe beſides the © very Body of. 
Jeſus Chriſt, 'to wit, the Bread and Wine, which are the Types. 


and figures of it. For to ſay that S. Gregory means only that 
the accidents of Bread and Wine are the Types and fizwres, when 
he ſaith , his Siſter mingled ber tears with" the *Antitypes- of © the 
Body and Blood of Jeſus Chrift, as many as ſhe collld keep in her 
"bands , Si, quid Auityp pretioſs Corporis aut Sanguims 
manus theſauriſaſſet , theſe words , as many as ſhe could gather 


#n her hands, \ignify , as many portions and parts of the | 


Euchariſt as ſhe could gather up ,. paululun Enchariſtie , as 
Euſebixs ſpeaks in the ſixth Book: of his Hiſt. chap. 35. as ha- 
ving gather'd together a little of the Sacramenr, and having 


of liquor.” Now all antiquity agree, that the Hes," the 
1es, the” qicalitier, are inſeparable from their ſubjet ,* fo 


that this little parcel of Artzypes, this parcel of the figures, 


Greg. Nyſſ- 


1s bis Oration being 
of the Baptif. 
of F.C. 


cannot be a part of accidents, and of appearances. 
| Gregory Nyſn going to prove that the Warey of Baptiſm, for 


cratign it hath a'marvelſons Virtue, he proves itby theExample 


. of th& Eucbariſt, and extrean Unition. ' © The Bread, faith he, 


& before Conſecration is but commoti Bread, 'but after Conſecration 


UK 4 called, and 5s the Body of Chriſt z ſo alſo the Myſt ical Oyl, 


&« nd Wine, befare Benedi@ion , are common things, and of 10 
&« virtug» but after Bened-Alion, bdth. of them have a great virine. 
Now theſe words ſhew , that the Bread and Wire remain after 
Conſecration'; for it appears' that St. Grepory's*Dclign is to 


" prove, that common and ordinary things have'a maryellous 


force after Conſecration, and. if the Bread and Wine were de- 
ſtroy'd after. Conſecration, © what did operate would not be-a 
vile and mean thing , becauſe. it, wquld be the: very Body - of 
Jeſus Chriſt, and Sr. Gregory would not+ well-'have proved 
that vite things have. any marvellous virtue in them. after 
Confeduation 5 for inſtance, Bread and Wine, which not- ſabſi- 
ſting after Conſecration, could not have the virtue to ſantify. 


S. Ambroſe 


ater, ought not to be deſpiſed ; but that after:Conſe-. 
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- S. Ambroſe in his Epiſtle 'to Juftw, explaining what *wA, 

Jomer is, laith, it is a meaſure, and that this_ meaſure ſigni. AGE iv, 

fies the quantity of Winz- which rejoyces the heart of Maa ; Pry 

and bay.ng explain. the Wine, of the drinking Wiſdom, — bo 

«i Sobriety, and ſemperarice,. he ſaith, That it is. ro be underſtood * 
more fully of the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt , which neither | admits 
gncreaſe, nor decreaſe, as to grace; But of which if one receive 

more or leſs, the meaſure hawever of Redemption ts equal to all. 

| Plenius de ſanguine intelligitur cujus ad gratiam nihil minuitur, 
nibil adaugetur, & fi parum- ſumas, C& ſi plurimum haurias, eadem 
per feta eff omnibus menſura Redemptionis. This manner of 
ſpeaking-of taking more. or lefs of the Blood of J:ſus Chriſt, 
isnot to. be undecſtood of the proper Bogy of Jeſus Chriſt, 
which is indiviſible ;, there muſt be thecefoce in the Euchariſt, 
bcſides the proper Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, a Typical and Symbolic al 
Blood, whici1 is the Wine, which is ſo called, and of which we 
may ſay, we receive more or leſs. | 

The ſame Father ſaith elſewhere, . That at often” as we receive = Tom. 4. de 

the Sacraments, which by the virtue of Holy Prayer are transfigurd MES $ th. 

| into the Fleſh and Bload of Jeſus Chriſt, we ſhew forth the Death 

of Chriſt. It is certain that by theſe words, S. Ambroſe lookt 

upon the Bread and Wine as figures of the Fleſh and Blood, 

now the fizure being a thing diſtinCt from what it repreſents, 

as being two correlatives, the one of which is not the other, 

it muſt be concluded, that S. Ambroſe believed 'that there 

is Breaq and Wine in the Exchariſt, which are-the figures of the 

Bread and Heavenly Power. T7 

| The ſame Father ſpeaking of the bleſſing of ſer, explain» 14m Tom. r. 

ing theſe Words, 4ſhur bis Bread is fat, he (hall feed Princes ;, _ bleſſing 

| ſaith, Feſus Chriſt who u Aſhnr , that is rich, has nouriſh'd Prin- be he ; 

| ces. When. be multiply'd the five and ſeven Loaves, and gave 0 

them tn his ec Apoſtles to diſtribute to the multitude, he every day 

gives us this Bread, faith he , when the Prieſt doth conſecrate : 

we may alſo by this Bread underſtand the Lord himjelf ( con- 

tinues S. Ambroſe ) who has given us his Fleſh to eat. By 

theſe words it appears S. Ambroſe diſtinguiſhes three ſorts 

of Bread which Jeſus Chriſt gave to theſe Princes; the firſt is 

that which. he _ gave in multiplying the ' five and ſeven 


Loaves, John 6. and Matith. 15. the ſecond is the Bread 
D 2 which 


ts Ep. 1. 


__—— 4 a7 + 
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PAN which the Prieſt conſecrates at Meſs ; thie third is that of 
AGE iv. which it is faid, 1 aw the Bread of Life, which is Jefus Chriſf 

vo, © himſelf As then the ſecond is not the firſt, ſo neither is 
the ſecond the third: The, Conſecrated Bread is another thitig 
than Teſus Clbrif, the Bread of Life 3 and by conſequence, there 
is in the Sacrament a Bread diſtin frotti Jeſus Chrift, the 
h Heavenly Bread. | | 
Gaudentius, -Gandentins upon Exodus faith ,, With great reaſon we receive 
Gead-Vilkop with the Bread the figure of the Body of Chriſt , becauſe 4: the 
of Beſs. Tratte Bread is compos'd of many grains, which being frouid mito Flower 
* ir kneaded with Water , and baked by Fire, jo alfo the Body of 

Chrift is made and colleted of the whole ract of Mankind, and 

Js perfetted by the Fire of the Holy Ghoſt. Now asthis Anthor 

places the figure of the Body of Jeſus Chtiſt in that the Bread 

is made up of ſundry grains, reduced itito Meal, kneaded with 
| Water, and baked with fire : it followy, that he believed che 
| Aregd remained ined in the Sacremeir, and (0 fifach the rather becauſe 
#7567. fhisBiſhop (aith elſewhere, figura neneft veritas ſed inicatio veriraris. 
S: Chr, Hom. . S. « om Expodtriding theſe . wetds, © / will ns mare 
83.00S, *© drink of this frifit of the vine , Mnhil I drink it view ih. the 
Matth . *©* Xingdew Z, my Father , ſaith, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt bad 
&« 26 bis Diſciples of bis Paſſion ard of bis Death, tow be ſpeaks 
&« zo them of bis KeſurrefFion, making wiehtion of bis Kingdan, 
*6 bs Fro $74 *s this narhe Je ry efore did Feſus 
© Chrift drink, after bis KReſurreftion , ſtaring ignorant pet- 
© ſos ſhowld think, bis Reſurreifion was ovily 3 "gf bece 
* mary took the aB# of drinking as « true ſign of the Reſurrettion;, 
ET berefore the Apoſtles going to provt his Reharretion, ſay, we thas 
& have eat 4nd drank with bim, Jeſus Ehrift. Therefort « 
© them that they (þduld ſee him after bis Reſurreftion, and that bt 
& would ſtay with them, and that thty might bear witiieſs of his Re» 
« ſirrettiong might ſee and beheld bim, tells them, 1 Will no thark 
& drink the Fruit of the Vine, until I drink, it with you ih 4 iiew 
« mdnntr, whereof you ſhall brar teſtimony, for you ſhall ſte it 
@ after my Reſurreflion, But wherefore, colitinues S. Chtyſoſtorn, 
© did be drink Wine aficr bis Reſurreftion and not Water ? it 5s be» 
*© canſe he would thereby diftroy # pernitions Hereſy. For beranſe 
& there would be Weretichs that wonld only make uſe of water in 
©* the Myſteries, be would repreſent the Mipfteries; he gave Wine, 
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«4 Hd whew, after the Rſurreftion, be eat bis © Reyaſt, ” = 
* be dr oth, Wine, the Fruit of the Vine ; now the Vine doth produce a> og 
© Wing and not Water. This Paſſage marketh in the firft place, pg. 
Thar Jeſus Chrift drinking the Fraie of the Vine after his Re. ——<—— 
ſarretion, and not Water, he accompliſh'd what he faid in 
celebrating the Eachariſt , / will no more drink «of this Fruit of 
the Vine , until 1 drink, it new in my Fathers King dow. This 
fhews that Jeſos Chrift drank rae Wine in the Inſtitution 
of the Excharift , for what is to be done again , muſt needs 
be done before, Secondly, St. om doth not only fay 
chat Jeſus Chriit drank Wire, but he ſaith further , That he 
diſtributed Wine amongſt his Diſciples, and the Fruit of the 
Yin, which doth not prodace Warer but Wire. So that theſe 
words of St. Chryſofom import clearly , That the Wine re+ 
. mains int the Fucb ariſe. 
The ſame Farber on theſe words of the Firſt to the Corin- 14mm is 
thiats, The Bread which we break, is it not the Communion of the Won. 24- 
of Cirift ? ( ſpeaks thus) What is the Bread? it us the 
Body of Jeſus Chriſt. What becomes of them which receive it? 
they become the Body of Feſuz iff. Now this Propoſition, 
The Bread is the Body of Peſns Chrift, cannot be in a Li 
teral _ » the ay apes, or pe _— 4 rs 
came be r [ 0 js , net the Body of 7e 
Chriſt be called obrgd the 
Tire ſte Farber in his Commentary upon the Epiſtle to 
the Galatians, Chap. 5. explaining words of the Apoſtle, 
The Flſb laſtcth againſt the Spirit , and the Spirit againſt the 
Fiſh; The Manicheans underſtood by the Fleſh, the ſub- 
france of the Body, and by the Spirie they underſtood the 
Soul; and they ſaid, That the Apoſtle cut Man into two, 
and mmtimated, that Man was compoy'd of two contrary 
Subſtances , one bad, which was the Fleſh ; and the other 
good, which was the Spirit , which proceeded from the 
good God , and the Body from the bad God. _——S. Cry 
foſtom anſwers, That the Apoſtle in this place doth not 
. call the Fleſh the Body, eApoſtolum non hic carnem appel- 
lare Corpar , as the Manicheans ſuppoſed, and faith, That 
the Apoſtle do's not always mean by the Fleſh, the natwe 
of rhe Body, Naturam Corporis , but that very often by the 
Fills, 


24 


p 4 Treatiſe of Tranſl ubſtantiation. 


Pro DP?) Fleſh, he mears ſomething elſe, as evil - Deſires ;- and 
AGE. iv. having proved this by ſundry paſſages of the Apoſtle, and 


—M> A 
Chryſoftom. 


«That the Scripture is wont to call by the name of Fleſh, 


other holy Writers, he proves it at laſt by the' example 
of the 1 achariſt, and of the Church , which, -he Taith, is 
calicd Body 10a the Holy Scriptures; he ſaith farther, 


as well the Church, as the Myſteries, ſaying, It is his 


. Body, Rnrſum Carnis vocabulo Scriptura ſolet appellare tum 


 AMyſteria tum totam Eccleſiam, dicens eam Chriſti Corpus eſſe. It ap- 


ars by theſe words of St. Chryſoſtom's , That be did nor be- 


' lieve that the Conſecrated Bread and Wine 'were the ſame, 


with the Body of Chriſt, ſeeing he proves by tht Eucharsf, 


- that the (Gonſecrated Bread and Wine are called Fleſb; and 


that the Word Fleſh in this place, is taken -for ſoame- 
thing elle beſides Body, and that he puts the Term Fleſh, 
given to the- Conſecrated Bread and Wine , which are the 
Myſteries, in the rank of other Terms of Fleſh given to. 
evil Deſires, and to the Church, which are myſtical ,and 
figurative Terms, So St, Chryſoſtom believed the Bread and 


Wine remained, and are ſo called the Body of Jeſus Chriſt 


myſtically , as the Church is called the Body of Jeſus 


Chriſt. 
The ſam# Sr. Chryſoſtom wrote a Letter to (ſarius, which 
indeed” is' not inſerted in his Works, but is found in Ma» 


nuſcript in the Library at Florence , and it was alſo found 


in England in eArchbiſhop Cranmer's Library, it is met» 
tion'd in the Bibliotheca Patrum, Printed at Collex, 1618. 
in this Bibls-thegue , Tom. 4. there is found the Colleti- 
ons of an ancient nameleſs Author , who wrote againſt the 
Severian, and Acephalian Hereticks , wherein is recited a 
Paſſage taken out of this Letter, So alſo Monſieur de Marca 
Arch-Biſhop of Paris, acknowledges the truth of this Let- 
ter in his Poſthume and French Treatiſe of the Euchariſt, 
witnels the Abbot Fapger in his Letter to Monſieur de 
arcs, Preſident of the Parliament at Pax, who faith alſo 
ths Leiter was found by Monſieur Brgor in a Library at 
Florence, St, Chryſoſtom in this Letter writeth againſt Apol- 
linarms , and faith, * Feſus Chriſt ss both God and Man, 
* God becauſe of his Impaſſibility, Man by his Paſſion , one Son, 

cc one 
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« one Lord, both Natures united making but one, the ſame Power, OS) 
U the fame Lominion \, alibough they be two differem Natures, AGE uv. 
© each conſerves its own Natnre , becauſe they are two, and yet ,, Gen 
« without confuſion , for as the Bread before it it ſanitificd, 1s — 
* called Bread , when by the« imtereeſſin of the Prieſt, Divine 
© Grace has. ſanttrfued it, it loſes the name of Bread , and be- 
« comes worthy to be called the Boay of Jeſus Chriſt, al- 
&« though the Nature of Bread abides m it, ſo that they are 
© 21ot ttwyo Bodies, but ore- ſole Bordy of the-Son;, ſo the DV 
« vime Nature being wnited to the Humane Nature of Jeſus 
&« Chriſt , it did not makz two Perſons , but one only Perſon and 
© one Son. F. 2 

Sr. Chryſoſtom ſaith plainly, That the Nature of Bread + 
bideth afcer Conſecration ;, and this Father's Argument would 
be of no validity, if this nature of the Bread: way: no- 
thing but in fhew, for Apollinarins -might have made ano- 
ther oppoſite Argument, and ſay, That indeed it might 
be faid there were two' Natures:in Telus Chriſt , but- that 
the Humane Nature was only in appearance, as the Bread 
in the Exchariſt is' but in ſkew, and hath only outward 
and vifible qualities- remaining in it , . whereby it is term'd - 
to be Bread. 

The Author of the imperfet- Work upon Sr, . Matthew This Aathor 
written in the time of the” Emperour Theodoſius , did nor 8's under - 
believe Tranſubſtantiation , when he ſpake io theſe Terms in dan ug ied 
Homily Eleventh, Jf i be dangerous ts empley the holy Veſws © 
fſels about common uſes, wherein the true Body of Jeſus Chriſt 
5x not contain'd, but the Myſteries of his Body 5 how much 
rather the Veſſels of , our Bodies, which God has prepared t6- 

in. 


That- 
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(SAD That the Fathers of the Fir Tu CpnTuay 
WIN. did not believe TranfubRantiation. 
_ Jerom in his Epiſtle $0 \Euftechizws ſpeaking of Vir- 
EAI gins, ſaith, Thar when they mere roved for Dcup* 
Drankeonels, tojing Got forbid thabt ſhould for th 
cenne a f / f 
Shndef. the Game.” ANY CF 


cher evi, 6 'the Type of his Bload., did not. 
ply the com- Theſe words are indeed . 
| mon belief, fault with them, For 


Euchariſt ; 
ſay, That Blood. Now faith St. Ambroſe ®, Jpe 5s wot the Th 
ſhould: they .þur 5c 5s ,the ſhadow: of whe (Twmah. There .myſt then be in 
abfaindrom 44. :Enchaciſt,, Bread, nd »Waxe » Jiſtinft. from the _Redy 


alſo fromthe of \ it. Tos | 
Blood of the - *Fhe'ſame. Father +in; his ;Letter..to 'Hedibia , _Let ns beer, 
* De fide b, 2, the . Broad 1wiueh 'the Lond rbroke , aud gave -kjs__Dieiples 
C. $« «ware. Lond's own Beggs, $90» \ Take, Ext , This: is 99> 
and a little after he ſaith, /f rhe Bread that came : rem 
Heaven is the Body of the Lord, and the Wine which be aiftri- 
buted among bis Diſciples his Blood, &c. ; 

St. Jerom laith, That Jeſus Chriſt brake and diſtributed Bread 
to his Diſciples, that he gave them Bread, and that the 
Bread and Wine were his Fleſh and Blood. It cannot then be 
+Gaig, That what Jeſus Chriſt gave in communicating his Di- 
ſciples was not Bread and Wine; and when he faith, both the 
one and the other was his Body and Blood, it cannot be un- 
derſtoad but only figuratively ; for we ſee above in St: Cy- 
prin, 


erred and . Bleed of J<ſus Chriſt , -.vo be. the Types and Fi | Pl 


LI 
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prian , that the-J:ſoites Sdlmeron and Bellarmine , do confeſs, 
That if Jeſus Chriſt ſaid of the Bread, This is my Body, it mult 
be meant, This Bread 5s the Fignre of my Body, ihe one not be- 
ing capable of being the other but figmretvely : And the Reaſon 
is given by Yaſquez, when he ſaith, If the Pronoun, This, in 
the words of Conſecration be underſtood of the Bread, undoubtedly by 
wirtue of it , there can be wrought no Tranfubſtantiation, becauſe of 
necefſty the Bread muſt needs remain, Ss Pro omen hoc in illss 
wverbis demonſtraret panem , fatemur fore nt nulla converſio vite 
tute illorum fiers poſſet, quia panis de quo enunciatur manere debeat. 

The ſame S. Ferom 1n his Commentary upon the 26 Chapter 
of St, Matthew, ſaith, Jeſus Chriſt having eaten the Paſchal Lamb, 
took Bread-which ſtrengthens the Heart of Man, and proceeded to 
the accompliſhment of the Sacrament of the true Paſſover , that as 
Melchiſedeck, had effered Bread and Wine in Figure , he alſo bim- 
ſelf would repreſent the truth of his Bay. 

According to this Father , the Bread and Wine , repreſent 
the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, and therefore are not pro- 
perly and truly the Fleſh and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt , but are 
ſomething elle beſides them, and by conſequence remain in the 


. Sacrament. For to ſay, as the Author of the Second Book of 


the perpetuity of the Faith of the Euchariſt doth againſt Monſieur 
Clande , that St. Ferom means by repreſenting, to make a thing 
be preſent, we before refuted this Fancy , in Tertullian, who 
ſpeaks juſt as St. Jerom: And the terms ſufficiently declare, 
that St. Zerom's meaning is, That Jeſus Chriſt made uſe of 
Bread and Wine, to ſignifie @nd ſhew forth his Body and Blood, as 
HMelchiſedeck, had done , that is to ſay, as he had repreſented both 
the one and the other by the Oblation of Bread and Wine. 
St. Auſtin in his Sermon to the newly Baptized , which it's 
true is not found-in his other Works, ' but was preſery*d and is 
cited by © St. Fulgentins de Baptiſmo eAthiop. Cap. 7. © What 
© you ſee, ſaith he, wpon the Altar of God, you ſaw alſo the loſt 
* Night , but you were not yet athare of how great a thing it is a 
* Sacrament , That which you ſee i Bread, and a Cup of Wine, 
© and it i4 alſo what your Eyes declare unto you, but what your 
&« Faith ſhowld inſt rift you in, is, That the Bread is the Boly of 
« Feſus Chriſt, and the Cup his Blood. If you tell me, Teſua Chriſt 
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St, Jerom. 
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© 55 born, he was crucified, he was buried, he roſe again, and is 


* aſcended into Heaven , whither he has carry d his Body, and is 
E vat 
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JADT) © at preſent on the right hand of God, from whence he ſhall come to 
AGE v. * judge the quick, and the-dead, how then can the Bread be his Body, 
LAI ** 2nd the Cup his Blood ? theſe things,my Brethren, are called Sacra- 


St, Auſtin. 
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« ments, becauſe one thing 11 ſeen in them, and another thing 5s undey« 
& food by them? what ts ſeen hath a Corporeal Subſtance \, what is 
© underſtood hath a Spiritual Fruit. If then you deſire to underſtand 
&« what the Body of Feſus Chriſt is , hearken to the Apoſtle which 
« ſaith, You are the Body of Chriſt and his Members: If then you 
& are the Body of Feſus Chriſt and his Members , it is the Myſtery 
© of what you are, which 5s upon the Holy Table , it 3s the Myſtery 
« of the Lord, which you receive, in ſaying Amen, you anſwer 
&« and ſubſcribe to what you are. All you that are united in Charity, 
« you make but one Body of Jeſus Chriſt , of which you are the 
© Members, which is what is ſignified by the Bread compos'd of 
« ſeveral Grains , and by the Wine which is made of ſundry Grapes. 
&« For as Bread to be made 4 viſible Species of Bread, 1s made of 
« ſundry Grains collefied together in one, and the Wine, &C, 

Ste. Auſtin Yaith , That the Bread is the Body of Chriſt, which 


= #uſin _ cannot be but ingregerl and | » as hath been ſhewed 
on' © 


above ; for by .Confe Roman (atholick Dottors, every 
Propoſition that faith of the Bread, That it is the Body, mult 
needs be typical and. figurative. 

He ſaith what is ſeen is Breadzas our Eyes declare to us; now 
what our Eyes report to us is true Bread,as when one ſays,,W hat 
you ſee is true Gold, and Silver, or Marble, and 'tis whatyour Eyes 
reſtsfie, that is to ſay, That one ſees erue Gold, and trae Marble, 
and that one makes uſe df their = to confirm it. 

in the ſame ſenſe he faith; That Jeſus Chriſt although in 
Heaven, yet the Bread is the Body, and the Wine the Blood , be» 
cauſe they are the Sacraments of 1t. 

He faith, What one ſees hath a bodsly ſpecies, now in this Paſ- 
ſage, by bodily ſpecies, he means the = Subſt ance,and not the Ac 
cidents, For he ſaith afterwards, ſpeaking of Bread in general, as 
Bread to be a viſible ſpecies of Bread, muſt be made of ſeyeral 
Grains reduced into one lump ; now by the ſpecies of Bread, it 
is plain, St. Auſtin: there means rraue Bread, anda true Subſtance. 

He faith, What you ſes, is Bread, and a Cap; now by Cup, he 
doth not mean the appearance of a Cup, he Means a true Cup. He 
faith this Bread is the Myſtery of the Lord. Which is nothing 
Ye, but that *tis the Figure of the Lord, as when he ſaith, This 
Bread: 
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Bread is the Myſtery of Believers. erium veſtrum in Menſa * 
Domini accipitiss That is to ſay, That the Bread and Wine AGE v. 
are the Figure of Jeſus Chriſt , as they are the Adyſtical Body of bo” 
Jeſus Chriit, To conclude, St. Aſtin ſaith, The Faith of the 1 A” 
New-baptized was to be ſtrengthened; it was therefore here 
the proper place for him to haye ſaid , That the Bread was no 
more Bread, that the Wine was no longer Wine, but that there 
remained only the Accidents of the one and the other. 

The ſame Holy Father anſwering Biſhop Bonsface , who de+ £- 23. a4 
fired to know how it might be ſaid of an lofant newly Baptis'd, 39% 
he hath Faith, he Believes, who is incapable of believing, and of 
whom no aſſurance can be given what he will be afterwards; he 
ſaith, ©* That as every Sunday, and Fafter Day , 1: called Eaſter, 
and the Reſurreftion, although the Lords Eaſter , and Reſurrettion, 
are things hapened ſeveral Ages paſt; ſo it may be ſaid, An Infant 
bath Faith, becauſe he hath the Sacrament of Fawths For, ſaith he, if 
the Sacraments had not ſome reſemblance with the things whereof 
they are Sacraments , they would be no Sacramems;, as therefore 1n 
ſome ſort the Sacrament of the Body of Feſus Chrifg.ts the Body of 
Feſus Chriſt, and the Sacrament of hu Blood, is the Blood of Chriſt, 
fo alſo the Sacrament of Faith , is Faith; now to believe , is nothing 
elſe but to have Faith. 

He faith, The Exchariſt is called Fleſh and Blood, becauſe it is 
both the one and the other in ſome ſort: now according to 
St, Gregory Nyſſen , What is not truly that by the name by which it De Opif. 1. t. 
65 called , is but figuratively or smproperly that by the name whereof © 15: 
it is called. Now that the Bread and Wine which are the Sacra- Reon pr 
ments of the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, are his- Body and ,,,1 o; Lich. 
Blood in ſome ſort , ſecundum quendam modumn, it follows, The tur, illus abu- 
Bread and Wine are not properly the Fleſh and Blood, and by {ve appr la- 
conſcquence, are not 7ranſubſtantiated. Moreover St. Auſtin jm" —— 
doth explain the Maney according to which the Euchariſt is 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, and he ſhews it, by reaſon thar 
generally the ſigns are called by the name of the ehings they 
ſignifie, not that they are the things they ſipnifie, but becauſe they 
are the ſigns, and that they have ſome reſemblance to them. 

The 1ame Father upon the third Pſalm, admires the Patience 
of Jeſus Chriſt that- bore the Treachery of Judas to the end, 
although he was not ignorant of his T houghts, and admicted 
him to the Banquet, at which, faith St, Auftin, Jelus Chriſt 

E 2 recom- 
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FRASP)?) recommended and gave to his Diſciples , the Figure or Type of 
AGE v.. his 'Fleſh and Blood, Cum adbibuit ad convivium , in quo Corporis. 


Sr; Auſtin. & Sanguimss ſul Figuram Diſcipulis commenadavit Wa tradidite Now © 


the Figure ts not the Truth, but the Imitation of the Verity, ſaith 

Gaudentius i» Exod. Trattatu 2. Moreover, St. eAuſtin 

cannot find in the Scriptures, that Jeſus Chriſt in inſtituting the 

Sacrament, gave to his Diſciples the Figzre of his Body and. 

Blood, but in theſe words, Take, Eat, This is my Body , This 

# my Blood , "he muſt then underſtand theſe words of the Inſti- 

| tution, in a figurative ſenſe. And -according to the ſame 

*-De Princip. Doctor. a * Sign is that which ſhews it ſelf to the Senſes, and be- 

_— 7 S* ſides that ſhews ſomething elſe to the Mind; It muſt then follow, 
9%d ſepſun That the Sign is a thing which remains, to ſhew it ſelf. 

finſibus, & The ſame Father diſputing againſt eAdimantus the e Hani 

preter ſe ali- chean, Chap. 12. and againſt the Adverſary of the Law and 

44/4-e1im0- the Prophets, in the Second Book, Cap. 6. who ſaid , The 

fend te. Blood is the Sonl, as is id, Deateronom. 12. and by conſe- 

nence, that Men killed the Sox! when they ſhed Blood. S. Au- 

Pn replies, Fhat this Precept in Demteronomy , That Blood 

muſt not be Ear , becauſe *tis the Soul, is a Precept that muſt 

- he underſtood as many other things contained in the Scri- 

ptures, which are to be taken in Types, and Figures, Illud 

preceptum poſium eſſe dicimns rout ala multa & pene omnia 

Scripturarum illarum Sacramenta ſignis & figuris plena ſunt. And 

conclades towards the end of that Chapter, That the 

Blood 1s the Soul , as the Rock, was Chriſt , Sangus eſt Anima 

quomodo petra erat Chriſtus. And upon Leviticus, Queſt. 54 

The thing which - ſignifies, is wont to be called by the name of the 

thing ſignified, as "tis written, the Rock was Chriſt : For 'tis 

not ſaid, The Rock, ſygnifi'd Chriſt , but as if it were that which 

indeed it was not in ſubſtance, but only in ſignification. And as 

in the beginning of the Chapter he ſaith, That « muſt be 

underſtood in the Sign, Jeſus Chriſt making no difficulty to 

ſay, This is my Body , when he gave the Sign of his Body. San- 

guss eſt Anima , preceptum illud eſt in ſizno poſuum , non enim 

Dominus dubitavit dicere , Hoc eſt Corpus meum, cum daret ſignum 

Corporis ſui, Seeing then St. efuſtin doth ſay, Thar the 

Blood is the Soul, as the Rock was Chriſt; and as the-Excharsſt 

is the Sign of Jeſus Chriſt, he muſt of neceſſity have under- 

ſtood the. Words of Inſtitution of the Sacrament, in a figura- 


tive. 
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tive ſenſe; and that ſo much the rather , becauſe this manner FYLAGY 
of ſpeech, Feſus Chriſt made no difficulty , plainly ſhews , that AGE v. 
Jeſus Chriſt did nor ſpeak in a proper but in a figurative ſeaſe, 
as Fulgentics ſaith, Although the Apoſtle ſaith, That Feſus 7 =p Mm 
Chriſt ts the Head of the Body of the Church, nevertheleſs he makes , vo 
no Scruple to call Feſus Chriſt the Church , which is his Boy. cum Eleftionis 

This manner of ſpeech is never uſed in proper expreſiions : no Yes dicat quis 
dnl to give 


Body will ſay, Jeſus Chriſt made »o Gold, ES 
or Water, if it were true Gold or Water which he gave. ifs, ipſum 

The ſame holy Door ſaith in ſeveral places after the Apoſtle, ramen corpus 
That the Bread-in the Sacrament after Conſecration , is bre+ Chriſt; non 46- 
ken, and diſtributed; and he doth very well recommend this %#=t chriftus . 
breaking the Bread, as being a great myſtery. In his Epiſtle parmenan + 
to Paxlinus, he ſaith, In that Feſus Chriſt was known by the two Diſ- "41 vaulin. - 
Ciples in breaking the Bread, no body ought to queſtion but this Ep 59, 
breaking was the Sacrament whereby Jeſus Chrift brings us all 
to the knowledge of his Perſon. A little before he faith ; By the 
Prayers, we mean thoſe which are ſaid before one begins to bleſs 
What 5s rpon the Lords Table. Tne Prayers are ſaid when that 
which. is on the Lords. Table is bleſsed, ſanRifyed , and 
diſtributed, In his Epiſtle to Cafſulanus he ſaith of S. Paul, Ep: 86. 
that inthe night time he went to break, Bread, as it is broken 
in the Sacrament of his Body, ln his Commentary upon the 
firſt Ep. of S. Jobn, It was very reaſonable that Jc- 148. 2. 
ſus Chriſt recommending his Fleſh, broke- Bread, and it was 
yery jult that the Diſciples knew him in breaking of Bread. . 

la the 140. Sermon de temp : and in the Hom. Of - the con- 
ſent of Evangeliſts,lib. 3. c. 25. and de 45verſis, Serm.$7.he ſaith, 

Where would Jeſus Chriſt be known ? In the breaking of Bread. We: 
are then ſecure ,, we break Bread, and we know the Lord.lf then 
aſter conſecration we break Breed to diitribute, then of neceſliry 
the Bread muſt remain: for to ſay that *tis the accidents which - 
are broken, and diſtributed, S. Auſtin doth fay the contrary, when 
he affirms, that one breaks and diſtributes what is on the Table, 
being bleſſed and rs by Now to bleſs and ſanitify, one (hall 
ever find to have ſignifi'd to deſtroy, and change the ſubſt ence. - 

The ſame Doctor in ſeveral places does always call the p, m7 
Eucharilt, the Sacrament of Bread and Witie, he faith, S. Paul Evange!ih.!. - 
doth teach the unity of the Church in the Sacrament of Bread, 3+ 5: 25+ 
when he ſaith, Ie are all one Bread., and one Body. + In the 


queſtions . 
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Pr AG? queſtions upon the Evangeliſts , he faith , Zeſus Chriſt by the 


Pens quidem 
Sacramentum 
Omnes corpus 
ej45 dicynt. 


* were #t to call the Euchariſk a Sacrament 


Sacrament of Wine, recommends his Blood. Io his Books againſt, 


w Fauſtus, we are very far from doing what the Heathens did for 


their Gods, Ceres ana Bacchus, although we have a ceremony of 
celebrating the Sacrament of Bread and Wine. Now to whatend 
Bread and Wine, if 
there did not remain Bread and Wine after Conſecration? for 
what means this mahner of ſpeech , the Sacrament of Bread 
and Wine, but the Bread and Wine which is the Sacrament ? 
As when the Apoſtle ſaith, Rom. 4. v. 11. the ſign of Circumcis 
ſion. What elſe doth this import, but the Circumcsſion which is 
the ſion? When Tertullian de Baptiſmo, calls Baptitm Sacramen- 
tum aqua noſtre ; What elſe can that mean, but our Water which 
is a Sacrament? When S. Auſtin upon S. John Tradt. 11. faith, 
The figure of the Sea, figura Maris What more can this ſignify, 
but the Sea which is the figure ? When it is frequently ſaid, the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt, what elſe can that import, but the 
Euchariſt which is a Sacrament ? 

The ſame Father in his 52 Sermon, de verbis Domins, ſaith, almoſt 
all do callthe Sacrament the Body of Feſus Chriſt. Now if the Bread 
were the real Body of Jeſus Chriſt, wherefore ſhould S. Anſtin ob- 
ſerve that all called it the Body of Jeſus Chriſt ? For one cannot 
make ſuch a remark, but when one ſaith of a thing, that *cis that 
which properly it is not. It would be ridiculous to ſay, almoſt all 
call Lewis 14.King;&the reaſon is, becauſe *ris not ſtrange that per- 
ſons ſhould be called by their names:but on the contrary, it is very 
ſtrange,to call one by a name that doth not at all belong to him. 

The ſame Father in his 26. Treatiſe upon S, Fobn, going 
to ſhew upon theſe words of the Apoſtle, They did all eat the 
ſame Spiritual meat, and drink the ſame Spiritual drink : The rela» 
tion and difference there is betwixt the Sacraments of the old 
and new Teſtament, faich, The Fathers did eat the ſame ſpiri- 
tual food as we do, not the ſame corporal food as we do, becauſe 
they did eat Manna, and as for us, we eat ſomething elſe; They 
arank, the ſame ſpiritual drink, we do, the ſame as to the ſignifica» 
tion, but different as to viſuble and outward kind. And upon S. Fohn, 
Treatiſe 45. If you conſider the viſible ſpecies, it was another drink, 
if you conſider what was ſignify d by their drink, and ours, it was 
one and the ſame thing. 51 | Av viſibilem intendas alind eſt, 

ſs intelligibilem ſugnificationem » eundem potum ſpirituatem — 
n 
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And upon the 77. Pſalm, Their food was the very ſame with ours, 
the ſame as to what it ſugnifyd , but - different in kind, Idem in 


Teſtament did, and we now do eat a corporal food, and that 
we drink a corporal liquor, Now by this corporal meat and drink, 
we muſt underſtand either the accidents of Bread and Wine, 
or the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, or the Breadand Wine 
ir ſelf. It cannot -be ſpoken of the firſt, - becauſe the accidents 
of Bread and Wine are only. qualities, or dimenſions z now 
qualities and dimenſions are not corporal. The quality is ſome» 
thing which is 5ncorporeal, ſaith Nemeſas, of the Soul; as 
concerning dimenſians, S, Auſtin de ys ad literam, faith, We 
call that a Body which takgth up ſome ſpace by its length, by «ts 
breadth , and by its depth, Nemeſis gives the reaſon of it, be- 
caxſe, (aith he, nothing that is immaterial is a Body, for all Bodies 
are material, There being nothing material then in the Euchas» 


riſt, as is fuppos'd, there being nothing that takes up place, 


that is large or long, or deep; There is nothing corporeal in 
the Sacrament, and by conſequence , nothiog; that can be ter. 
med corporal meat or drink. Moreover, when Jeſus Chriſt 
ſpeaks of corporal nouriſhment and drink in the Euchariſt, as 


the Fathers under the old Teſtament. had done, he { of 


bodily meat and drink, S. Auf5ndid not underſtand the core 
poral meat and drink ſpoke of by the Fathers of the old Teſta- 


ment, to be only the accidents of one and the other, ſo that. 


S. Auſtin ſpeaking in the ſame terms of bodily meat and drink, 
in relation to that of the Antients, he did not mean meer acci- 
dents or qualities, The Zodyof Jeſus we o nor his. Blood, can- 
not be this corporal gouriſhment which S. Auf. compares to 
that of the Fathers under the Law : for by bodily meat and drink 
which he ſaith we receive in the Euchariſt, he means a viſible 
ſubjeCt, aliud ills, aliud nos, ſed ſpecie viſibils, i ſpeciem viſibilem inten» 
das, aliud eſt, It remains then that in S. Auſtin's ſenſe, we un- 
derſtand by the corporal nature of the Euchariſt the viſible 

Bread, the vifble Wine, and nottheir qualities and accidents, 
The ſame Father in the third Book of the Trin. cap. 10. 
ſpeaking of things that are taken to ſignify , ſaith, « thing 5s 
zaken to ſignify, either after ſuch a manner, as that the thing ſhould 
ſubſiſt and remain ſome time, as did the Brazen Sqrpent, lift up = 
[1 


PRALY 
AGEy. 


myſterio cibus Morum qui noſter ,, Sed ſignificatione idem, non ſpecie, INN 
1 his reaſoning does intimate, Ls to.goood under the old DF __ 
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FRALN the Wilderneſs, or gs do the letters of the Alphabet, or in ſuch 4 man- 
AGE YV. yer arthe thing taken to fignify 3s not 40 ſubſiſt any long time, but is 
| P® ped topaſe away and be deſtroy d when'the thing "is 10 Fepreſent is paſſed 
— wr 4s as the Bread of the Sacrament, whith being taken to ſignify 
paſſeth z 


© Oy On TS 


| atyay and is conſumed in receiving the Sacrament. S, Auſtin 
x there faith, That the Bread of the Sacrament which is taken co 
ſignify, palſeth and is conſumed in receiving. the Sacrament; L1 
Now if the Bread be deſtroyed and Tranſubſtantiated by theſe 
* words, "This is my Body, then it paſſeth not away, and is not 
+ conſumed in the aCt of-receiving, 
The ſame” Dodtor in the ſeventeenth Of the City of God 
+ faith, To eat Bread, 1 in the New Teſtament the ſacrifice of Chri- 
: fans; and againſt the Enemy of the Law. 1. 7. c. 20. Thoſe, 
faith he, which read know what Melchiſedeck, offered where he 
. bleſſed Abraham, and thoſe which are partakers, ſee that the like 
| ſacrifice 5s now offer'd through all the World. How is it that the 
Sacriftce of Chriſtians,.is to eat Bread, if the Bread do not re» 
main'? How is it that communicating, one is partaker of what 
Melchifedech, offer'd, if} in communicating, one do not receive 
neither Bread, nor Wine? 3 
The fame Father in the third Book againſt Parmeniar, re- | 
; proning the Donariſts for forſaking the Church , tells them, | 
*S: "Cyprian, and the othet Biſhops, did not ſeparate themſelves 
becaufe they would not communicate with covetous perſons, 
and Uſurers; but that on'the contrary, wu eat with them the 
Bread of the Lord; and drank his Cup. This paſlage ſheweth, 
that when S. Auſtin ſaid to the new Baptifed, as bath been 
ſhewn, that the Bread is the Body of Jeſus Chriſt, it could not. 
be underſtood but fiywratively : for here the Bread is ſaid to be 
of the Zord; nowlatth-S. Arhanaſins, that which is another's 
is not that other himſelf, to whom it belongs. 17d qued als 
caps eft, non idipſum eſt cujus eff, And S. Auſtin ellewhere 
diftinguiſheth berwixt the Bread which belongs to the Lord, 
In Joan, and the Bread which is the Lord. Speaking of Jadas and the 
Trefi. 59 other Apoſtles, he. ſaith of the Apoſtles, they ate the Bread 
whick was the Lord ; andof Fades, He did eat the Bread. of the. 
Lord againſt the Lord; they ate life, he Death ;, for *tis ſaid by 
S. Panl, That he which eateth umwyorthily, eateth his own jud 
» and condemration. Seeing then that the Euchariſt is diſtinguiſh'd 
from the Lord, it neceſſarily follows, That Bread remains in 
the Sacrament after Conſecration, The 
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The ſame Father in his 33 Sermon of the Words of our Lord, Sm 

faith, ©The Lord gave to bis Diſciples the Bleſſed Sacrament with tis A G E v. 
© own hands, but we were nct at the Banquet ; nevertheleſs by faith we WY 
© daily eat the ſame Supper; and do not think that it had been any great S Auguſtin. 
* advantage to have been preſent at that Supper that he gave with bis + 
* own hands to his Diſciples, without Faith ;, Faith afterwards was of 
© greater advantage than treachery was then \, St. Paul- whe believed, 
© was not there preſent, and Judas who betray'd his Maſter, was pre- 
© ſent, How many be there now that come to the C ommunicn, that al- 
© though they did not ſee that Table, and though they never ſaw with 
© their Eyes, nor taſted with their Palate, the Bread which the Lerd 
* beld in his hands, nevertheleſs, becauſe the ſame Supper is ſtill prepa- 
© red, do there eat and drink their own damnation ? It plainly appears, 
That the Bread which St. Auſtin faith our Saviour had in his hands 
during the Sacrament, was true Bread, becauſe St. Auſtin ſaith, thac 
choſe who at preſent participate ofthe Sacrament, do not 7a/#, nor 
Eat the Bread which our Saviour held in his hands, and which 
he diſtributed, and of which the Diſciples did formerly eat. 

The ſame Father teaching that the Good might participate of Lib. Con. Do- 
the Divine Sicraments with the Wicked, ſaith, Judas and Peter had Pat. c. 6. de 
each of them a part of the ſame Bread, which they received at the ſame - wn, pg wr 
band of the Lord ; and nevertheleſs what {iciety or likeneſs was there Hon, {nies © © 
betwixt Peter and Judas ? In the 7th chap. the wicked and the goad Manu, (5c. 
bear the [ame Word of God, do partake of the ſame Sacraments, and 
eat the ſame holy nouriſhment. Now what is this holy Food ? What 
is this Bread, whereof one receives one Portion, and another, 
another Part? Are they Accidents ? But Accidents are neither 
Bread nor Food. It is not the real Body of Jeſus Chriſt, forit can- 
not be received by Parcels ; it muſt then be rrue Bread which re- 
mains after Conſecration, and which is, as is ſaid before, Bleſſed, 

Santtified, and Broke in Pieces on the Holy Table to be diltribu- p, _, 
ted.” Benedicitur, & Santtificatur, & ad diſtribuendum comminuitur. * 

The ſame DoCtor in Ep. 120, ſpeaking of the Rich in oppoſition = Iph qui- 
to the Poor, of whom it is ſaid, That hey ſball'eat and be ſatisfied. © Yoon 
Theſe Rich Perſons, ſaith St. Auſtin, have been brought to the Lords (,q (4.01 
Table, and receive from bis hand his Body and Blood, but they only &c. : 
adore, and are not ſatisfied. For juſt as St. Ambroſe diltinguiſheth 
betwixt drinking the Wine, Yimum bibere; and drinking of tl e 
Wine, de Vino bibere ; that is toſay, to talt of a little Wine, 4e De Noe & 


eſus portione libare ; lo alſo St. Auſtin his Diſciple, diſtingviſheth 1, - 29. 
Je | betw xt 
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FT AL betwixt receiving the Brdy and Blood of the Lord, accipere Corpus 
AGE V. & Sanguinem Domini, and to receive of the Body and Blcod of the 
SG. Lord, Accipere de Corpore & Sanguine Chriſti. St. Auſtin explains 
: Auguſtine. 1\;mnſelf more fully, when he faith in his 86:b Ep. 1 hat one re- 
ceives in the Euchariſt a Portion of the Body of the immaculare 

Lamb, De Agni immaculati Corpore partem ſumere : And inthe 93586 

Sermon onthe Words of our Lard, he faith, In receiving the Sa- 

crament, we know what we ſhould think of, we receive a little, and 

we are fatned in the heart, modulum accipimus & in corde ſaginamur. 

Now that cannot be underſtood of the proper Body of Jeſus Chriſt, 

which cannot be received by Parcels ; therefore it muſt be meant 


of Bread, which is the Figure of his Body, or the Sacrament of it.” 


It is what St. Auſtin intends, when he ſaith, Nec quando manduca- 
mus ( when we eat [eſis Chriſt ) de illo partes facimus ; equidem in 
Sacramento ſic fit, We do not make Morſels, but it is done in 
Sacrament, that is to ſay, That we break and divide the Sign and 

the Bread, which is the Sacrament. 
The ſame Father ſaying that the Accidents cannot in any Wiſe 
fudſiſt withoue their Subje#, ſaith in his 24 Book of Soliloquies, 
chap. 12. What can reconcile what = demand ? or who can think 
it poſſible to be done, that that which is in a ſubje(t ſhould remain, the 
ſubjett it ſelf ceaſing tobe? For "tis a thing monſtrous , and very far 
from the truth, that that which doth not ſubſiſt, if it be not in @ ſub- 
fjef, can be, the ſubjet# it ſelf not remaining. Alſo inthe 1 3tb chap. 
1 9:h Book, and in the Book of the Immortality of the Soul, ch. 5 
The ſubje& being changed, of neceſſity all that was in the ſubje& muſt 
be changed. Inthe 8th chap. What is net of it ſelf, if it be abandy- 
ed by that by which it is , muſt andoubtedly ceaſa to be. Alſo in the 
10th chap. and in the Book of Categories, ſpeaking of Accidents , 
A. colour cannot be without a ſubjeff. And in the Epiſtle to Dards- 
mus, Take away the bodies from the qualities of bodies, they will baye 
no place to remain in, and by conſequence it is neceſſary that they cannot 
be. And againſt Julian, chap. 5. It's true, faith St. Auſtin, that 
the things that are in a ſubje& as the qualities are, cannot be without 
the ſubjef# wherein they are, as the colour or form, 8c, It's impoſſible, 
had St. Auſtin believed that the Bread did not remain in the Em. 
chariſt after Conſecration, that he ſhould have eſteemed that ab- 
ſard and ridiculous which happened every day. lt alſo ſeems thar 
St Auſtin had been too wide, when he doubts in the 14.6;bEp.to Con- 
ſentins ; Whether Jeſus Chriſt has B/zod, when he fairh on the : 
| Pſalm, 
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Pſalm, Nu ſhall not eat this Body which you ſee, nor ſhall drink thi: SON 


% 


Blood, which thoſe that ſhall crucify me ſha!l ſhed, I hawe given you a AGE v 


Sacrament, &c And in the 2oth Book againſt Fayſtus, The Fleſh «nd 
Blood of this Sacrifice was promiſed by Sacrifices of reſemblance be- 


fore the coming of eſis Chriſt ; It was given by the werity in the Þ af 


ſion of Feſws Chriſt ; after the Aſcenſion of Teſus Chriſt, it as celebra- 
ted by the Sacrament of Commemoration. 

To conclude, St Auſtin in his 33d Sermen on the Wirds of our 
Lord, having ſaid, as hath been ſeen before, That of things which 
are put to ſignify, there are ſome that are to remain, others - to 
be deſtroy'd, when the Miniſtry of their fignification is accom- 
pliſh'd ; as the Bread of the Sacrament; he adds, But becauſe theſe 
things are obvious to men, as being prattis'd by men, they may deſerve 
our weneration, as being Holy and Religions” things; but they cannot 
cauſe any wonder in us, as if they were miracalcxs. Certainly if 
St. Auſtin had beld Tranſubſtantiation, as it comprehends many 
things repugnant to Natural Reaſon, which are ſo many aſtoniſh- 
ing Miracles, St. A»f#in could not have faid, That the Sacraments, 
wherein he includes that of the Euchariſt, have ſomething in them 
that deſerves our reſpe and weneration ; but have nothing that de- 
ſerves our aſtoniſhment and admiration. 


1 
S. Auguſtine, 


Theſe are ſome of the Reafons which made Monſieur De Mar- French. Poft- 
ca, Archbiſhop of Pars, Predeceſſor to him that with ſo much hum. Treatiſe 
reputation now fills the chiefeſt See of France,fay,That the Catho- vf the Euch. 


lick DoCtors are to blame, when they pretend that St. Auſtin ex- 
pounded the Text of the Inſtirntion of the Euchariſt, as it is done 
in the Schools. And a little before ; that in St. Auſtin's Divinity, 
This s my Body, ſhould be expounded in this manner, Thu Bread is 
the ſign and Sacrament of my Body: For according to St. Auſtiny 
faith Monſieur De Marca, The Bread, to ſpeak properly, is but 
the /ien and Sacrament of the Body, to which Jeſus Chriſt made no 
ſcruple cogive the name of the thing ſignified. leis alſo the judg- 
ment of Tertullian, when he faith, H ber 7eſws Chrift ſaid, this is 
my Body, That w to ſay, this #« the figure of my Bedy; and faith 
Monſieur De Marca, The reaſons that are given to the contrat y, 
are not fatisfaCtory. | 

Ballenger writing againſt Caſauboy, recires this paſſage of Theo- 


doret, who was a Prieſt at Anh, in the year 411 is th, Xing, Theodoret, _ 


faith he, and bis Image are not two Kings; ſo alſo the perſonal Budy of 
Feſus Chriſt, which body s im the Heavens, and the bread which is 
F 2 bis 
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his Antitzp?, and # diſtributed to Believers by the Prieſt, are not two 


— Ya? 
AGEV. Bodies. It appears by this compariſon, that Theodoret did believe 
” >...” 


Theodoret, ME Bread of the Eucharilt is ſomething elſe beſides the Body of 


true Bread inthe Sacrament, and not Bread in ſhew and appearance 
only. 
Theodoret, who in the year 423 was Biſhop of Cyr, doth fo 
fally explain himſelf hereupon, that there isno doubt to be made 
Dial. 1. of his Opinion, He was pleas'd, faith he, that thoſe who SR 
of the Divine Myſteries, ſhould not have any regard to the nature of 
the things that are ſeen ; but that they ſhould believe by the change of 

Names, the change that is made by Grace : For having called bs Body, 

Wheat and Bread, and having called himſelf a Vine, he bonours the 

viſibleSymboles with the name of bis Body and Blood, not in changing 

their Nature, but in adding Grace to their Nature. He could not 
___——— more fully expreſs that he did not hold Tranſubſtantiation. 
Arnobius ju- Arnobizs the younger, who wrote in the year 431, upon the 
li 4th Pſalm faith , ſpeaking of the Sacrament, We bawe receized 
_ Wheat in the Body, Wine in the Bl:od, and-Oil in the Chriſm, On the 
fc. " 224Pſalm, andonthe 51/, and 54th Pſalms; Let us ſee what the 
Quo1 nunc ha- Church keepeth ; She hath a Table, from which ſhe gives Bread 
beat intra ſe tq Believers; ſhe hath Os/, wherewith ſhe refreſheth the Head, in 
---= libertatem conſcientie praſumenti, &C. 
wat On Pſalm 103. We receive Bread becauſe it ſtrengthens the 
Accipimus p'- Body ; we receive Wine, becauſe it rejoyces the Heart ; and ha- 
_ fog cow- ving received double comfort in the Heart, our Faces are made 
firmes, Oc. thine by the Oil of Chriſm. To conclude, on Pſalm 104. he faith 
Exurgens a theſe words, ſpeaking of the Lord, That the Lord in the Euchariſt 
Morews, &c. gives ws the ſpecies of Bread and Wine, as he doth the ſpecies of Oil in 
Baptiſm; which cannot be underſtood of appearances and Accidents, 
as the terms of ſpecies of Oi! cannot be taken for the Accidents and 
appearances of O;/ Moreover, he obſerves we receive in the Eucha- 
riſt Bread and Wine, as we receive Oil in the Holy Chriſm ; Now 
| inthe Holy Chri/ſm,it is true O4/ that we receive; Arnobizs then could 
not reaſon ſo, if he believed Tranſubſtantiation. 

The Author of the Books of the Promiſes and Prediftions of God, 
attributed to St. Proſper by Caſſiodorus, and which were written 
about the year 450, under the Empire of YValentinian the 24, re- 
lates a Hiſtory of a young unchaſt Girl that was poſſeſſed with the 
Devil, who in Communicating, had received a little morſel of the 


Lord's 


Proſper. 


Chriſt 5 and by conſequence, he believed that there remained ' 
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Lords Body,which the Prieſt had moiſtned ; it was half an hour. NAS 
before ſhe could ſwallow ic down, till ſuch time as the Prieſt tou AGE v. 
ched her throat with the Chalice; then ſhe cried out inſtancly that Pr 
ſhe was healed. After which, Prayers being made for her, ſhe re- — _— 
ceived a portion of the Sacrifice, and was reſtor'd to her former : 
healch. Theſe terms of /ume portion of the Sacrifice, and of a little 
pert of the moiſtned Body of che Lord by the Prieſt, cannot be un- 
derſtood of the true Body of Jeſus Chriſt; of neceſſity then the 
Bread by this Author muſt be called by the name of the Body of 
Jeſus Chriſt; . and by conſequence he believed it remained in 
the Sacrament after Conſecratian. | 

. Heſychius, one of the Prieſts of the Chnrch of Feruſalem, in the 35,6777 © 
year 480, faith in the ſecond Book on Leviticus, ch. 8. Thu My- " 
ſtery (ſpeaking of the Euchariſt) w at once Bread and Fleſb, Illud 
Myſterium ſimul =_ & care. In this ſame place he faich,ic was the 
cuſtom of the Church of Feruſalem in bis time, to burn what re- 
mained after the Communion, 

Procopius of Gaza, Who in all likelibood Wrote in the end of the Procopus Ga- 
fifch Century, expounding theſs words of Geneſis , where Facob K*w.______ 
ſaith of Fuda, Hu eyes .be red with wine, and bis teeth white with 
milk, &c. applying them to our Bleſſed Saviour in the Myſtery of 
the Sacrament, faith, that ris a metaphor taken from thoſe that ha- 
wving drank, are the merrier for it, &c. and faith that the holy Scri- 
tures would denote the gladneſs which the Lord left to his Diſci- | 
ples in giving them the Myſtical Wine by the words of Inſtituti- "> of 
on, Take, drink ye all of this: Theſe words, ſaith he, do ſhew that OY 
Teſus Chriſt doth with mercy look on all thoſe that believe in him, be- 
cauſe *tis the nature of wine to make every one merry. And upon theſe 
words, his teeth are white as milk ; milk, ſaith he, doth denote to us 
the whiteneſs and purity of the myſtical nouriſhment ; for Teſus Chriſt 

ave to bis Diſciples the Image of his true Body ; not deſiring any of the 
Floody ſacrifices of the Law, be would by the white teeth, ſipnifie to us 
the purity of the food wherewith we are nouriſhed; for according to holy 
David, Sacrifice and burnt-offerings thou wouldeft not, but a Body 
beſt thou prepared me. 

When Procopins ſpeaketh of the Myſtical Wine that rejoyced the 
Diſciples, ir being the nature of Wine to make merry ; this Myſtical 
Wine is not the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, for *tis not the nature of Blood 
to rejoyce- It muſt therefore be meant, that Procopius ſaid, by the 
Wine which Jeſus Chriſt diſtributed to his Diſciples, was to be _ 

derſt 
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SRASN derſtood true Wine ; and by the whiteneſs of the Myſtical food, he 
A G E V. meant the whiteneſs of the Bread which is both food and Image, 


- which cannot be underſtood of the rrue Body of Jeſus Chriſt, which 


_2P9_ is neither the Image of himſelf, nor bodily food ; nor of the acci- 


as 
P. Gelafius. 


Reſp. 1. ad 
2 Interrog. 
Ferr. 


dents, which cannot nouriſh the Body, becauſe nouriſhment pro- 
ceedeth from matter. 
The ſame Procopinus in his Commentary on Eſay, expounding 


theſe words of the Prophet, Chap. 3. The Lord of Hoſts will take ' 


away from Tudah and Jeruſalem the ſtaff of Bread and Water, ſaith, 
that in the firſt place theſe words of the Prophet may be under. 
ſtood of Jeſus Chriſt, and. of his Fleſh and Blood. The Bread be. 
ing to be underſtood of him of whom David faith, He gave them 


bread from Heaven; and the waters, of thoſe of which Jeſus Chriſt 


ſaid to the Samaritan, Whoſoever drinketh of this water, it ſhall be a 
fountain flowing unto everlaſting Life. Then he adds,There is another 
bread which giveth life tothe world, which was taken from the Fews; 
aud another water, which is that of Baptiſm. Now by this other 
bread which was taken from the Fews, he means that of the Eu- 
chariſft ; and whereas he diſtinguiſhes it from the bread, which is the 
Lord, as he diſtinguiſheth the water of Baptiſm from that which 
was given to the Samaritan ; it follows, that the Bread of the Ex- 
chari#t is ſomething that is diſtinguiſhe from Jefus Chriſt himſelf, 


the Bread of Heaven. 


Gelafius Biſhop of Rome, in the year 492, wrote a Treatife of 
the :wo Natures againſt Nefforizs and Eutyches, and he excludes 
Tranſubſtantiation,when he faith, that rhe ſubſtance or nature of Bread 
and Wine d:th [fill remain. 

This Work is affuredly of Pope Gelafius, as is confeſſed by Car- 
dinal Du Perron, becauſe firſt Fulgentius Cites four paſſages of this 
Treatiſe as being writ by Pope Gelaſius. And Pope Fohn the Second 
in Epift. ad Amenum, alſo Cites ſome paſſages of this Work, as be- 
ing writ by Gelaſius ; and though he doth not give him the Title of 
Pope, 'tis becauſe his name was well enough known at Rome when 
7obn the Second lived. 
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= Fulgentius ſaith, The Catbolick church doth continually offer to 55,1, 55 
God, the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, a Sacrifice of Bread and D: ffs por pony 
VVine throughout all the VVorld. For in the fleſhly Sacrifices of the Dae. c. 19. © 
Old Telttament, there is a type of the Fleſh of feſus Chriſt, which he 

as to offer without ſpot for our Sins; but in this Sacrifice, there is a 


; Thankſgiving and Commemcration of the ſame Fleſh, which he offer*d 


for us. and of the Blood which he ſbed for us. He faith, That this 


' Sacrifice conſiſts in offering Bread and V/ime; there muſt then be 


true Bread and YVine in this Sacrifice to be offer'd. 
Epbrem de Conte, of the Eaſt, made Biſhop of Aaticch, in the Eyhrem. © 


. Year 526. wrote Books, which he intitied Sacred Laws , inthe firlt 4,,7" p55 


of which diſputing againſt che Eatychiens, he ſaith, When our Fa- Bibl. cod 223. 
thers ſaid, That Fefizs Chrift is compas'd of two Natyres,they meant 
two Subſtances,as by two Subſtances two Natures. No body of any ſenſe, 
but may ſay, that the Nature of that which is to be felt, and not felt in 
Feſus Chriſt, is the ſame Nature. Thus ut is, that the bady of Feſus 
Chriſt, which is received by believers, doth mot quiit' its ſenſible Natures 


+ and' remains without being ſeparated from the ' imtelligibla' Grace, 


The which he confirms by the Example of Hater , which dath not 
loſe its Nature by Conſecration. This Argument is of the ſame 
kind of that we ſee of Theodorer, and of Gelaſivs , whereby theſe 


- three Authors prove, that in the Incarnation , the preſence of the 


VVord did not deſtroy the human Nature in Jeſus Chriſt, as the 

preſence of the Holy Ghoſt doth not deſtroy the Subfance of Bread 

and Wine in the Euchar:if. We may ſay of this Triple and ſame 

Argument , Funiculus triplex difficile rumpitur. Monſ. de Marca , Ecleſiaſt. 4, 
faith in reference to this paſſage, and of thoſe we bave inſtanced in '- '*- 

of Theodoret, and St. Chry/oftom,that theſe three Authors bave owned 
a real change of the bread, which nevertheleſs leaves the Species in 
their natural Subſtamke. 

Faoundus Biſhop: of Hermiana in Africa, in the year 552. whoſe Fgcundus. © 
Books, which he wrote in Defence of the Three Chapters of the 7535 @— 
Council of Chalcedon, are juſtly praiſed by Vi#or of Times in his De viris ilu- 
Chronology,and by St. 1/idore of Sewil,and which Father Sirmond the ftribus, c. 18. 
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Jeſuic got out of the Vatican Library ; going about to excuſe Theo» 
dore de Mepſu:ff, who taught that Jeſus Chriſt had taken the Adop- 
tion of the ( hildren of God; from whence it might have been 
concluded, that he believed that Jeſus Chriſt is only an adoptive 
Son, ſaith, Baptiſm, which is the Sacrament of Adoption, may be called 
Adoption , as we call the Sacrament of his Body and Blood, which is 
in the conſecrated Bread and Wine, bis Body and Blood ; not that the 
Bread is properly bis Body, and the Cup his Blood ; but, becauſe they 
contain in them the Myſtery of his Body and Blocd. Therefore, as the 
faithful Servants of Fel Chriſt, recerving the Sacrament of has Body 
and Blocd, are wery rightly ſaid to receive his Body and Blood ; ſo alſo 
Teſus Chriſt having received the Sacrament of the Adoption of Children, 
might tyery well be ſaid to bave received the Adoption of Children. 

Certainly, if the Sacrament of Bread and Wine is not properly 
the Body of Jeſus Chriſt, as Facundus ſaith , bur barely Body and 
Blood, as Baptiſm'is Adoption; the Bread and Wine are not Tranſub- 
ſtantiated into the Euchariſt, and are bur ſimple figns,and ſomething 
that is diſtinguiſhed from the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt. 

Primaſias Biſhop of Adrumeram in Africa,in his Commentary up- 
on the 10th Chapter of the 1/ to the Corinth. ſaith, As the Bread 
which we break,is the Participation of the body of Chriſt,ſo alſo the Bread 
of Idols, is the Participation of Dev4ls. Now as the Participation of 


the Bread: of ſdols, is no Tranſubſtantiation, or real change into 


Devils;-fo alfo the Participation of the Bread of the Lord, is not 
a real and ſubſtantial change of Bread into the Body of the Lord: - 
[The ſame Do#or , on the words of the 1 17h Chap. of the ſame 
Epiſtle, where *tis ſaid, That the Lord took Bread the night in which 
he was betrayed, relates, That Feſus Chriſt thereby gave to us the 
commemoration of his Body. And on the following. words, The 
Lord, faith he, hath given us an Example, to the end that as often 
as we do this, we ſhould think in our minds, that Chriſt died for us. 
It is for this end, that *tis ſaid to us, the Body of Chriſt, that ſo 
thinking of it , we ſhould not be ungrateful and untbankful for bis 
Grace. As if _ one at his Death, ſhould leave to his Friend a piedg 
of bis Love, cculd he, when he {aw 1t refrain from Tears, if he really 
loved his Friend? There muſt therefore needs be in the Sacrament 


- Breadand Wine to be Pledges of Jeſus Chriſt, for he cannot be a 


pledg of himſelf. 
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That the Fathers of the SEVENTH and EIGHTH 
CENTURY's did not believe Tranſubſtantiation. 


Sidore Biſhop of Sevil, Anno 600. faith, That by the command Tri — 
of Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, we do call Body and Blood, that which /49"* Ht 

being the fruits of the Earth, is ſanCtified and made a Sacrament ſpalenſs. _ 
by the inviſible Operation of the Holy Ghoſt. In the 1/ Book of ,'#* + 5: ©: 
Eccleſiaſtical Offices, he ſaith, © That the Bread is called the Body of 9 
Teſas Chriſt, _ it ſtrengthens the Body, and that the Wine # called 
his Blood, becauſe it increaſeth Blood in the Body; and that the 
Bread and Wine are two viſible things, which being ſanfified by the 
Holy Ghoſt, do go on to be the Sacrament of the Divine body. Now a 
Sacrament ſignifies a holy Sign. It would therefore be a ſtrange 
kind of way of I/idore, if he had believ'd the Bread and Wine were 
tran{ubſtantiated, to ſay, the Bread and Wine are two things viſible, 
which being ſanCtified by the Holy Ghoſt,do become the Sacraments 
of the Divine body. By this Language it might as well be faid, 
That the Fathers believed that the Water of Baptiſm was tran/ub- 
ſtantiated after their Conſecration. 

The ſame Biſhop ſaith, Melchiſedeck, that offer'd of the Fruits of In Alleg. Ve- 
the Earth a Sacrifice to God, thereby repreſented the Prieſthood ter. Tet. 
or Reign of Jeſus Chriſt, which is the true King of Peace, of 
whoſe Body and Blood, that #s to ſay, the oblation of Bread and Wine, 
is offer d throughout the World. And in the Treatiſe De Yocat. Gen- 
tiums Cap: 26: Theſe are not any longer Fewiſh Sacrifices, ſuch as were 
offer d by Aaron the Prieſt, which are now offer'd by Believers, but 
they are ſuch Sacrifices as were preſented by Melchiſedeck King of Sa- 
lem, that us to ſay, it is Bread and Wine, the true Sacrament of the 
Body and Bhood of Feſwus Chriſt. He faith, The Sacrament of the 
Body and B/ood of Jeſus Chriſt is Bread and Wine, That both the 
one and the other are ſuch Sacrifices as thoſe offer'd by Melchiſe- 
deck; there is therefore no queſtion, but St. 1{dore did not believe 
that the Bread was deſtroy'd in the Sacrament, becauſe he eſta- 
bliſhes the Sacrament in the Bread and Wine, ſuch as Melchiſedeck : 


had offer'd. | 
G Bed, 4 | \ 
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AY Bedz, an Engliſh, Prieſt ſaith, That Jeſws Chriſt having ended the 
AG|. vill. Cereminy of the Ancient Paſſover which was celebrated in commemora: 
Bol ticn of the Bandage in Egypt, ont of which the Jews had been deliver'd, 
Ta Lacd 75” Proceeded to the new Paſſover, which the C burch celebrates in remem- 
& in Mare. brance of His Redemption, the figure of his Body; to the end, that in- 
14.65 in Hom ſtead of the Fleſh and Blood of the Lamb, ſubſtituting the Sacrament 
guadrageſ.Fe- of his Fleſh and Blood in the figure of Bread and Wine, be might 
= 39. palma- ſhew that it was bim to whom God had ſworn, and repented not, ſaymg, 
Thou art a Prieſt for ever after the Order of Mclchiſedeck. Now, 
continues Beda, Feſzs Chriſt broke the Bread which be diſtributed to 
bis Diſciples, to ſhew, That the breaking of bis Budy did not come to 
paſs without his good will. It appears from theſe words, ( /ub/tit - 
' ting the Sacrament of his Fleſh ard Bleed in the figure of Bread and 
Wine) that the Bread and Wine remain after Conſecration, to be 
Rom. 4. 11, the figure of the Body and Blood of Chriſt. As when the Apoſtle 
ſaith, the ſign of Circumciſion, /ipnum circumcifionis; That is to 
ſay, Circumciſion which is a ſign and a figure. So Beda maketh 
the Sacrament conſiſt in the Bread and Wine. Therefore in the 
Homily, De Santis in Epiphania, be ſaith, That Feſus Chriſt the 
Heavenly Lamb, having been offer*d up, and transfer'd into the crea- 
tures of Bread and VVine, the Myſtery of tis Paſſion, and thereby be- 
 - ., came a Prieſt for ever after the Order of Melchiſedeck. And elſe- 
—_— where he ſaith, Melchiſedeck Prieſt of the moſt high God, did long 
St. Joan. Bop. before the time of the legal Prieſthood, offer up Bread and VVine. 
Therefore our Saviour is called Prieſt after the Order of Melchiſc- 
deck, becauſe be abrogated the Sacrifices of the Law, and inſtututed a 
Sacrifice of the ſame kind to be under the New Teſtament, the Myſtery 0 
bis Body and Blord. Certainly, As our Myſtery is no Myſtery till 
after Conſecration ; and that *ris of the ſame Nature as was that 
of Melchiſedeck, it muſt be concluded, that the Bread and VVine 
do remain in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt. 
Sedulius: Sedulius, a Scotchman, Author of the Commentaries upon St.Paxl, 
and who flouriſhed about the year 735, in his Commentary u 
on the firſt to the Corinthians, Chap. 11. ſaith, Feſws Chriſt in the 
Euchariſt, hath left us the remembrance of himſelf, as if one going a 
far journey ſhould leave with his friend the pledg of bis lowe,to remems- 
ber their ancient amity. There muſt then needs be ſomething that 
is not Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, for no one is a pledg of himſelf. 
Jo. Damaſcen. Damaſcen a Frier, who lived about the year 750, faith in his 
fourth Book of Orthodox Law, Chap. 14. The Shew-bread did typifie 
this 


” 
——— "* 


. - | a , 
A Treatiſe of Tranſubflantiation. 45 
this Bread, and "tis this pure and unbloody Sacrifice which our Saviour CS" 
foretold by the Prophet, ſhould be offered to him from the riſmg of the * © E viit. 
Sun to the (etting of the ſame, to wit, the Body and Blood of Feſus D 

Chriſt, which paſſeth into the ſubſtance of our Body and Soul, without amnayoon. 
being conſumed, without being corrupted, without going into the draft, 

God forbid, but paſſing into our ſubſtance for our preſeryation. Now 

every body agrees this cannot be ſaid of the proper Body of Je- 

ſus Chriſt. It muſt then be concluded, Damaſcen ſuppoſed that 

the Bread remained. 

In the ſame place he adds, That as in Baptiſm, becauſe men are 
wont to waſh with water, and anoint them with ol, God has added 
to the water and oyl, the Grace of bis Hely Spirit, and bas made it 
the waſhing of Regen:ration ; ſo alſo , they being accuſtom'd to eat 
bread, and to drink wine and water, he has joined them to his Divint« 
ty, and has made them his Body and Blood, 

In the ſame place, The Prophet Eſay ſaw a light coal; now the 
Coal is not of meer wocd, but it 1s joined to fire ; ſo alſo the Bread of 
the Euchariſt is not common bread, but it is united to the Divinity, and 
the Body which is united to the Divinity, is not one and the ſame Na- 
ture, but the Nature of the Body is one, and that of the Divinity, 
which is united to it, is another. 

In the ſame place, How is it that the Bread is made the Body of 
Feſus Chriſt, and the Wine and Water his Blood ? be anſwers, The Hv- 
ly Ghoſt comes and diſpoſes theſe things after ſuch a manner as ſurpaſſeth 
our thoughts and expreſſims. The Bread aud ine are taken, Pans 
CE Vinum aſſumiuntur, in Greek wTagaraubdyirar , a Word uſed by 
St. Athanaſins to expreſs the Hypoſtatical Union. Now theſe kinds 
of expreſſions of Damaſcen doimply, that the Bread and Wine do 
remain in the Sacrament. 

The Council of Conſtantinople compoſed of 338 Biſhops, held in #57551, Con- 
the viiich Century, for regulating the buſineſs of Image-Worſhip , ſtant. AG. 6, 
having condemn'd their uſe, they would by the way explain the 
Do@trine of the Church touching the Exchariſt, and to draw a 
proof againſt thoſe very Images, they call ir the true [mage of 
Jeſus Chriſt ; they ſay he gave it to his Diſciples tobe a T'ypeof the 
evident Commemoration of his Death ; they ſay that Jeſus Chriſt 
choſe no other Species under Heaven, nor no other T'ype that 
ſhould expreſs his Incarnation. Pehold then, ſay they, rhe Image 
of his quickned Body, which was made after a precious and honourable 
manner. They affirm, that as the Word did:not take a Perſon, 

G 2 that 
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RASAN that ſo the addition of a Perſon might not be made to the Divinity; 
AG E viii. {© alſo he appointed, that an Image ſhould be offered, which is a 
OV choſen matter, to wit, the Subſtance of Bread, that has not the 
Conc. Conſt. figure of Man, to avoid giving occaſion of Idolatry ; As then, 
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Ep. 69. 
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ſay they, the Body of Jeſis Chrift which is according to Nature, 
is Holy, as having been Deified ; ſo alſo *tis apparent, that thar 
body alſo that is by Inſtitution, is Holy, and it's Image is Holy, 
as having been Deified by Grace , by a kind of Sanctification. 
They maintain, that as the Human Nature was Deified by its 
Union with the Word, ſo alſo the Bread of the Sacrament, as the 
true Image of the Natural Fleſh of Jeſus Chriſt, is ſantified by 
the coming of the Holy Ghoſt, and becomes the Body of Jeſus 
Chriſt, becauſe the Prieſt transfers the Oblation from the ſtate of a 
common thing, to ſomething that is holy. To conclude, they clear- 
ly diſtinguiſh the natural Fleſh of Jeſus Chriſt, which is living and 
intelligent, ſrom his Image, which is the Heavenly Bread, filled 


with the Holy|Spirit. 


All theſe continued Expreſſions are ſo far 


from any Idea of Tranſubſtantiation, that one muſt needs ſee, that 
the deſtruftion of the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament, was not 
believed by the Fathers of the Council, nor by the Church in their 


time. 


Alcuin ſpeaking of the Conſecrating of Bread and Wine to be 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, ſaith, that the SanQification of this 
Myſtery doth foreſhew to us the effect of our Salvation : That by 
the Water is ſignified the Chriſtian People ;, by the grains of the Wheat 
ground into Meal to make Bread, is meant the Union of the Univerſal 
Church, which is made one Body by the fire of the Holy Ghoſt, which 
unites the Members to the Head ; and that by the Wine is ſhewed the 
Blood of the Paſſion of the Lord. Doubtleſs Alcum did not believe 
Tranſubſtantia'ion, ſeeing he places in the Bread and Wine, the fig- 
nification of the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt ; and that he faith 
by the Wine is ſhewed the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt ; for that which is 
a Figure, and that which is figured; that which ſheweth, and that 
which is ſhewed, are two different things, the one of which is 


not the other, 


Therefore the ſame Alcuin doth formally diſtin- 


guiſh the Euchariſt ſrom the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, when 
he ſaith after St. Auſtin, Whoſoewer abideth not in Feſus Chrift, and 
he in whom Chriſt abideth not, doubtleſs doth not ſpiritually eat his fleſh, 
altho be wiſibly and carnally eats with his teeth the Sacrament of the 
Body and Blood of Feſus Chriſt. 


Charles 
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Charles the great, his Diſciple, writing to the ſame Alcuin, calls TAN 
the Euchariſt, the Figure of the Body and Blood of the Lord. The A G Ek viut. 
Lord, faith he, being at Supper with his Diſciples, broke Bread, =XY=< 
and gave likewiſe the Cup, in figure of bis Body and Blood; and by Carole M. 
this means offered us a very profitable Sacrament : Now what- * Ofi. Sep- 
ever he ſaid of the figure it contain'd, or that it contain'd not #5 as d- 
the truth, the figure was never the ſame as the thing is that's fi- 

ured. 
: In the Ambroſian Office which was aboliſh'd inthe year 796, pon ene 
there was this Clauſe, which is ſtill to be ſeen in the 41h Book of -— "ay 
St. Ambroſe his Sacraments, Nobs banc oblationem ad{criptam ratio- © 
nabilem, acceptabilem, quod et figura Corpuris & Sanguinis Dem.ni 
noſtri Feſu Chriſti. 

The Ancignt Roman Order doth frequently call the Eread and 
Vine, the Body and Blood of the Lord ; but ir ſufficiently ſhews 
by theſe manner of expreſſions, that it doth not mean that the 
Bread and VVine are the ſame thing with the Bedy and Bl:od of Je- 
ſus Chriſt ; for in the firſt place it ſaith, that the Sub-Deacons when 
they ſee the Chalice wherein is the Bl:od of the Lord cover'd with 
a Cloth, and when the Prieſt hath ſaid thee: words at the end of 
the Lords Prayer, /ibera nos a malo, they ſhould go from the Al- 
tar, and prepare Chalices and clean Cloths to receive the Budy of 
the Lord, fearing leſt it ſhould fall to the ground, and crumvle to duſt. 
Now who doth not ſee that this cannot be ſpoken bur of the Bread, 
figuratively and improperly called the Body of Jeſus Chriſt ? 2/y, Ic 
ſaith, That the Biſhop breakerh the Oblation on the right ſide, and 
that he leaveth the part which he brake, on the Alear : Now who 
can ſay that the Body of Jeſus Chriſt can be broke into parts ? 
34ly, The Fraction being made, the Deacon receives from the 
Sub-Deacon the Cup, and carries it to the Chair, that the Biſhop 
might communicate, who having communicated, puts part of che 
holy Oblation of which he bit a Morſel, into the Arch- Deacens 
hands. Can it be faid that one doth bite the ;rwue Bedy of Jelus 
Chriſt, and that one breaks off part of it? 4rbly, It adds, he is 0 
take great heed that no part of the Body and Blocd of the Lord 43th 
remain in the Chalice, or on the Plate. By theſe words, the Roman 
Order gives us to underſtand, that it ſpeaks of ſuch a Bedy and 
Blood that a part of it may be ſeparated from the whole : Now this 
is what can only be ſaid of the Bread and ng, improperly called 
the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chrilt, 
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_ Capitulary for inſtruQtion of the Prielts of his Viocels, publiſht by 
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The now Reman Order at preſent uſed in the Church of Rome, 


AGE vill. doth alſo furniſh us with the like refleftions.. It expreſly marketh, 
SVN 
Ordo Rema- 


That Jeſus Chriſt gave in the Oblation, Bread and YVire, to cele- 
brate the Myſteries of his Body and Blood. Therein is deſired, That 
this Bleſſed Oblation may be accepted of God in ſach a manner, 
as that it might be made to #s the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt ; 
after all which, is recited the Hiſtory of the Inſtitution, and the Sa- 
cramental words, "The Euchariſt is called , the Sacred Bread of 
Eternal Life; ond the Cup, the Cup of everlaftiug Salvation. To 
conclude, They pray God to behold thoſe Gifts, and that he will 
accept them as he did the offering of Abel, and the Sacrifice of 
Melchiſedeck, which it's very well known, was Bread and W/ne. 
All which doth plainly ſhew, That the Roman Order at this time 
obſerved, cannot reaſonably be interpreted, but in ſuppoſing that 
the Bread and Wine remain in the Eucharift after Conſecration, 


That the Fathers of the NINTH CENTURY did not be- 
lieve Tranſubſtantiation. 


Heodurus Studita, as is related by Michael Studita in Baronius, 
| in the year 816. N. 15. ſeeing himſelf reduced to the extre- 
mity of being ſtarv'd, ſaid to his Diſciple, If men are ſo crvel as to 
make me perriſh with hunger, the participation of the Body and Blood 
of the Lord, which is the ordinary food of my Body and Soul, ſhall be 
7y only neuriſhment : Now the real Body of Jeſus Chriſt cannot be 
the nouriſhment of the Body ; therefore of neceſſity this Author 
muſt be underſtood to ſpeak of Bread, which is his Body figura- 
tively and impreperly. It 18 what is alſo confirm'd by this Michael 
Studita, who ſaith in the ſame place, that Theodore had always 
about him, ſome parcels of the quickning Body of the Lord; which 
cannot be meant of the true Body of Jeſus Chriſt, which is not now 
ſubject to be broken, nor divided. 

Abyto Biſhop of Baſil, ſent Ambaſſador by Charlemaine in the 
year 814, to, Conſtantinople, to Treat a Peace with the Emperor 
of the Eaſt, as is declared by the Annals of France, by Ezinhart 
Author of the Life of Char/emaine, the Annals of Fulda, Herman 
Contratt, and others. This Ahyto died inthe year 836, and left a 


Dom 
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Dom Luke D'achery in the Sixth Tome of his Spicilegium, pag 692. NALN 
now amongſt many other Inſtructions he gives his Prieſts in bis Ca AGE vi. 
pitularies,this is one : * In the fiſth place, the Prieft ſhould know —VY& 
* what the Sacrament of Baptiſm and Confirmation is,and alſo what Abe, 


*the Myſtery of the body and blood of our Lord doth mean. How a 
*viſible creature is ſeen in the ſame Myſteries, and is nevertheleſs 
«the inviſible. Salvation is communicated for the Souls eternal hap- 
* pineſs, which is contained in faith only. By wiſible creature, 
he can only mean a creature, not in appearance, but effeCtive, for 
otherwiſe, according to this Author, it muſt be faid that in Bap- 
tiſm, and Confirmation, there ſhould be only an apparent crea- 
rure, and not the ſubſtance of water and chriſ/m. Beſides, 4hyro 
attributed the ſame effe& to theſe three Sacraments, to wit, the 
communication of eternal and inviſible ſalvation to them that with 
faith do receive theſe holy Sacraments. 


Theodulphus in the year 8 10, Piſhop of Orleans, faith in his Trea- Theodulghus. 


tiſe of the Order of Baptiſm, *There' is one ſaving ſacrifice which Mel. 
* chiſedeck alſo offer'd under the Old Teftament,in Type of the body and 
© blood of our Saviourthe which the Mediator of God and Man accom- 
* pliſhed under the New,before he was crucify*d, when taking the bread 
* and wine he bleſſed and gave them to bis Diſciples, commanding them 
* ro do thoſe things in remembrance of bim. It is this Myſtery which the 
* Church doth celebrate, having put an end to the ancient ſacrifices, eff cy- 
© ing bread. becauſe of the bread which came down from Heaven ; and 
© wine, becauſe of him which ſaid,l am the rrue Vine ; to the end that by 
© the wiſible Oblation of Prieſts, and by the inviſible conſecration of the 
© Holy Ghoſt, the bread and wine ſheuld have the dignity of the b:dy and 
© blood of our Lord, with which blood there is mingled ſome water, 
6 either becauſe there came out of the ſide of our Saviour water with 
* the blood Or becauſe according to the Interpretation of our Anceſtors, 
* as Feſus Chriſt is ſignify'd by the wine, ſo alſo the people is ſiznify'd 
* by the water. Now this Biſhop, ſaying that Jeſus Chrilt gave 
bread to his Diſciples in commemoration that this Myſtery is an 
Oblation of wi/ible bread which is conſecrated by the Holy Spirit, 
and which receiveth the dignity of the body ; that he indilterently 
calls the blood, wine, and the wine, blood ; that with the blood, 
water is mingled, and that Feſus Chriſt is fignify'd by the wine ; 
that *cis ſaid the wine ſignifies Jeſus Chriſt, as the water doth the 
people ; theſe words cannot ſuppoſe any Tranſubtantiation. 


The 
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PALS The Oppoſers of Paſchaſius Radbertus Frier of the Monaſtry of 
AGE Vill- Corby, who wrote a Book of the body and blood of Jeſus Chriſt, 


WWYN? did not believe Tran/ubſtantiaticn. That the ſaid Paſchaſius had (e- 
Oppoſers of . 


Paſehaſins 
Radbertus. 


veral adverſaries, appears by his own Writings, for towards the 
end of his Commentary apon St. Matthew, he ſaith himſelf, I have 
inlarged upon the Lords Supper a little more than the brevity of a Come 
raentary would permit, becauſe there be ſeveral others that are of a differ- 
ent ſadgment touching theſe holy Myſteries, and that ſeyeral are blind, 
and do not perceive that this bread and cup is nothing elſe but what is 
ſeen with the eyes, and taſted with the palate, And in his Epiſtle to 
Frudegard, as well as in his Commentary on St. Matthew, Ch. 1 2. 
ir appears he had Oppolers, becauſe in his Epiſt. to Fradegard, he 
ſaith, You adviſe with me touching a thing that many do make doubt 
of. And in his Commentary, I am told that many, ſaith he, do cen- 
ſure me, as if I had attributed to the words of our Lord, either more, 
or ſomething quite contrary to what the gennine ſenſe permits. So that 
Paſchaſius had adverſaries, and they did not believe Tranſubſtantia» 
tion, becauſe they held that in the Euchariſt, +here was only the 
wirtue of the fleſh, and not the wery fleſh; the virtue of the blood, and 
not the wery blood of Chriſt. That the Euchariſt was figure, and not 
werity ; ſhadow of the body,and not the body it ſelf. They would, faith 
Paſchaſius, extenuate the word, body and perſwade, Luod non ſit we- 
ra caro Chriſti, ſed quedam wirtus 3 figura corporis Chriſti, Now 
Paſchaſius Rathbertus was the firſt Author that wrote fully and ſe- 
riouſly of the truth of the body and blood of Jeſus Chriſt in the Eu- 
charilt, as Bellarmin ſaith, de Scriptoribus Eccleſiaſticis in Paſchaſio 
Ra:berto. And Father Sirmond faith, he is the firſt that hath ex- 
plain'd the ſenſe of the Church touching this Adyfery ; ſo that, 
faith he, he hath opened the way to others, In vice Ratberti pre- 
fixa ejws operipus. Therefore it is nothing ſtrange that Paſchaſins 
had enemies,and that he was accuſed for departing from the com- 
mon Faith, and to have ſpread abroad Viſions of a young Man: 
For he ſaith to Frudegard, You have, ſaith he, at the end of this 
Work, the Authorities of Catholick Fathers ſuccin#ly marked, by 
which you may perceive, that *twas not through raſhmeſs, that formerly 
when I as yoang, 1 believed theſe things, but by Divine authority. He 
alſo endeavours to clear himſelf from this charge in alledging paſ- 
ſages, as of Saint Auftins, the which nevertheleſs are not to be 
found in him ; as theſe words, Receive in the Bread what hung on 
the Croſs, receive in the Cup what iſſued out of the fide of Feſus 
Chri;f, Which is not to be found in St, Au#in. Raba- 
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Rabanus Archbiſhop of Mayance in the year 847, tiled by Ba- 
ronize in the-year 84 3, No. 3 1. the bright Star of Germany, Fulgens 
Germanie Sidas ; faith in his Inſtitution of Clerks, Lib: 1. cap. 31. 
Our Saviour liked better that believers ſhould reccive with their moutb 
the Sacraments of bis Body and Blood, and that they ſhould be turned 
into their nouriſhment, to the end that by the viſible work the inviſible 
effeft ſhould be ſhewn. For as the material food, doth materially nouriſh 
the Body, and ſupport it, ſo alſo the VVord of Ged doth nouriſh the Soul 
inward'y, and doth Ftrengthen it. And in the ſame place, The Sacra- 
ment is one thing, and the virtue of the Sacrament is another. The Sa- 


crament # turned into the nouriſhment of the Body, but by the wirtue of 


the Sacrament one acquires everlaſting life, A; the Sacrament there- 


fore # turn'd into our ſelves, when we doeat and drink it, ſo alſo we 


are converted into the Budy of Feſus Chritt, wien we live with piety 
and obedience. 

The ſame Doctor on St. Matthew, Chap. 26. faith with Venera- 
ble Beda, that Jeſus Chriſt hath ſubſticuted inſtead of the fleſh and 

'blood of the Paſcal Lamb,the Sacrament of bis Bidy and Blood. That 
the Creator of the World, and the Redeemer of Mankind, making 
of the ery fruits of the Earth, that is to ſay, of Bread and V Vine, a fit 
My#tery, turn'd it into the Sacrament of bis Body and Blood, that un- 
leavensd Bread and VVine mixt with water,mu#t be ſanttified to be the 
Sacrament of the Body and Blood of Feſus Chriſt. 

Afterwards he gives the reaſon wherefore our Saviour choſe 
Bread and Wine to make them Sacraments of his Fleſh and Blood, 
and faith, that "tis becauſe” Melchi/edeck. offer'd Bread and VVine, 
and that Jeſus Chriſt being a Prieſt after the Order of Melchiſedeck, 
he was to imitate his Oblation. And ſhewing the reaſon why the 
Sacrament takes the name of the body and blord of the Lord, he 
faith with+I/idore Archbiſhop of Sevil, *Tiz becauſe bread ftrengthens 
the body, it is carventently called the body of Feſys Chriſt : and becauſe 
wine auwments blood in the feb and wyeins for this reaſon, it is com. 
par'd to the blogd. "Now both theſe things are viſible, nevertheleſs being 
ſantify*'d by the Holy Ghoſt, they paſs mto the Sacrament of the Drvine 
body. A Sacrament which in the 33 chap, he calls the My#Fical body 
of jeſus Chriſt, in oppoſition to bis Natura/ body, from which he 
difinguiſhes it, and draws a reſemblance from the My tical body, 
to the proper body of Jeſus Chrift. The ax Veſſels, faith be, are 
ſes on f Altar, Viz. the Cup and Patten, which m ſome ſort are the 

fgore of the Grave of Feſus Chriſt , = as at that time the By of 
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Teſis Chriſt was laid in the Sepulcher, having been embalm'd by gad- 
ly people ; ſo alſo at preſent, the Myſtical Body of Feſws on as it 
were imbalm'd with bot Prayers, # kept in the holy Veſſels to be admi- 
niftred to Believers by 6 6 bands of the Miniſters. 

The ſame Doctor in his Penitential, or Letter to Herribald Bi- 
ſhop of Awxerre, which Mon/iewr Baluze got Printed at the end of 
his Regino at Pars in 1671, faith, Chap. 33. As to what you de» 
mand of me, whether the Sacrament after it 1, eat and conſum'd, and 
caſt into the draft after the manner of all other meats, does return to 
the former nature it had before "twas conſecrated at the Altar ; to ſuch 
@ needleſs queſtion may be reply'd, The Lord himſelf ſaid in the Goſpel, 
that what enters mto the body poes into the belly, and is caſt into the 
draft. As for the Sacrament of the Body and blood, it is made of cor- 

real and viſible things, but it produceth an inviſible ſanFification, as 
well to the body as to the ſoul. What reaſon is there, that that which 
is digeſted in the ſtomack, and is caſt out mto the draft, ſhould return 
#0 its former ſtate, there being ne ver any that affirmed that ſuch a thing 
was done ? For of late ſome perſons not baving a right judgment of 
the Sacrament F the Body and Blood of Chriſt, have ſaid, that the 
ſame Body, and the ſame Blood of the Lord which was born” of the 
Virgin Mary, and in which the Lord ſuffered on the Croſs, and roſe 
again from the Dead, is the ſame which is taken at the Altar; againſt 
which Error we have as much as was neceſſary written to the Abbot 
Egilon, explaining what ought truly ro be believed of the Body of Chriſt 
m the Euchariſt. 

Amalarius, eſteemed a very Learned man, in the Manuſcripts 
cited by Dom Luke D*achery a Learned Benedifin, in bis Preface to 
the Seventh Tome of his Spicilegium, was ſent by the Emperor 
Charles le Debonnair to Pope Gregory to find out Antiphonaries, 
(Amalar. in Prolog. Antiphon.) and who by expreſs command of the 
ſame Emperor, was choſen in a Council held at Aix /a Chappel, 
Anno $16, to make Rules for Prebends, as is teſtified by Ademar 
a Monk of Angouliſm, in his Chronicle on the year $816, faith in 
his Treatiſe of Church-Offices, Lib. 3. cap. 25. That the Sacra- 
ment is to us inſtead of Jeſus Chriſt, The t rieft, ſaith he, bows and 
recommends to God the Father, that which was «ffered in the rocm of 
Feſus Chriſt. In the 26th chap. he ſaith, The Oblation and the Cap, 
do ſignifie the Body of the Lord, when Teſus Chrift ſaid, This is t 
Cup of my Blogd, be [antlified his Blood, which Blood was in the Body, 
& the Wine is in the Chalice. In the third Book, chap. 25. he _ 
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the Enchariſt, the Sacrament of Bread and Wine : and faith,that Fer Soon 
ſus Chriſt hath in this bread recommended bis Body , and in the Cup, his hm eas 
Blood. i 
The ſame Amalarius having been conſuited by Rangarr Biſhop of Dn 
Noon, how he underſtood thoſe words of Inſtitution of the Eu- Amal.ad Ren- 
chariſt, This is the Cup in my Blood of the New and Eternal Teſtament, $4"* = 7- 
with this addition which is in the Cannon of the Maſs, the Myſtery _—_ 16, P45: 
of Faith ; anſwers him by a Letter, wherein after having ſpoken 
of the Cup of the Paſſover, he proceeds to that of the Euchariſt ; 
and having alledged what is mention'd by St. Luke, he adds, * The 
* Cup is in type of m7 Bedy, wherein is the Blood that ſhall run out of 
© my ſide, to accompliſh the ancient Law; and after it is ſhed, it ſhall 
© be the New Teſtament. And a little lower he faith, * The Myſtery is 
© Faith,as St. Auſtin ſaith in his Letter to the Biſhop Boniface, as the Sa- 
* crament of the Body of  Feſus Chriſt is in ſome manner the Body 
© of Teſus Chriſt, and the Sacramewt of bu Blood, bus Blocd, ſo the 
* Sacrament of Faith, s Faith. So alſo we may ſay, This us the Cup 
* of my Blood of the New and Eternal Teftament. As if he ſhould 
© ay, This is my Blood which « given for you. 
The fame Door, in a Lecrter which he wrote to one Gontard, 
whom he calls his Son, faith, * That it « our Saviours good pleaſure 
© to ſhed bus Blood by the Members and Veins, for our Eternal Sakya- 
* tion. That "tis @ body of Teſwus Chrift that may be caſt out in ſpitting 
6 ow baving receiv'd it, and of which, a part may be flung out of 
© the mouth. Toall which headds, bawing ſo received the body of the 
* Lord with a good intention , I don't pretend to diſpute, whether be be 
* mviſibly lified up to Hearzen, or whether be remams in our Body, till 
© the day of our Death, or whether be evaporates into Air, or whether 
* be iſſues out of the Body with the Blood, or whether he goes out at the 
* pores z our Saviour ſaying, All that enters in at the Mouth , goes 
* down into the Belly, and from thence into the draft, 8c. 
Now when this great Man faith, That the Sacrament is to us 
in the ſtead of Jeſus Chriſt; that what is cffered in the Euchariſt is 
facrific'd inſtead of Jeſus Chriſt; that the Cup is in Type of -the 
Body; that the Blood is in the Body, as the Hine is in the Cup; that 
Jeſus Chriſt repreſents his Body by the Bread, and his Blood in the 
Wine ; that the Sacrament of the Body is infome ſort his Body, and 
that *cis ſo that the Cup of the Blood is his Blood, that the Body is 
ured forth upon our Members for our Salvation ; that there is a 
Body of Jeſus Chriſt that may be =_ out by ſpitting, and whereof 
2 ſome 


2 A Trentiſe of Trawſubſtantiatton. 
FSADPPSH me part ittay be flifg out of the Mouth; That he will not diſpute, 
AGE ix. whether this Body evaporates ih the Ait,of whether it deparcs out of 

' V wu the body with the bloogd,or whether it goes out at the pores, or into the 
Amilarius raft ; all this doth ſufficiently ſhew, That this DoRor diſtingaiſh- 
| ed the Bread and Wine, as a Typical body, from the yea! Body of 

Jeſus Chriſt ; and that by conſequence, he believed the bread and 

wine remained after Conſecration, to be called the body and blood 
_ of Jeſus Chriſt, but improperly. 
V, alafridus Valafridus Strabo, Abbas Aupienſis, ftiled a very Learned Man, 
Strabo. by Hertan ContraFed, in the year 849. * Feſus Chrift, faid he, 
Lib. de Reb. © gave fo bus Diſciples the Sacrament of hu Botdly and Blood in the ſub- 
Ecclef. c. 16. © fance of bread and wine, teaching thern to celebrate it im remembrance 
Bill. p. 7. tO: © of bis moſt holy Paſſion, becauſe there could nothing be found fitter 
"Y * than thefe things to fienify the unity of the Head and Members ; for 
© as Bread is made of ſundry Grains, and brought into. ont body b 
© means of Water ; and as the Wine 1s ſqueez'd from ſeveral Grapes, 
© {o alſo rhe body of Feſas Chriſt is made of the ..nwn of a webirmds of 
© Saints, And alittle after, he declares, That Feſas Chrift hath 
© choſe for ts a wery fit Sacrifice, for the Myſtery +4 his body andblood, 
© #2 that Melchiſedeck having offer'd bread and wine, ht pave to his 
© Children the ſame kinds of Sacraments. And afterwards, cap. 18. 
That for that great Number of Legal Ordinances, Jeſus Chtiſt 
gave us the word of his Goſpel ; fo alſo inſtead of the great di- 
verſity of Sacrifices, Believers ate to reft ſatisfied, with the ſole 
Oblation of bread and wine. 

It is evident Strabo makes the Holy Sacrament to conſiſt in the 
ſubſtance of bread and wine, which according to him, is differenced 
from the body, becauſe it is but the memorial of it ; That *tis the 
figure, that it conſiſts in being made of ſundry Grains, and the 
Wine of ſundry Grapes. That the Sacrifice of the New Teſta- 
ment, is of the ſame kind as that of Melchbiſedeck, and that the 
Euchariſt is an Oblation of bread and wine, All theſe things inti- 
mate, that the bread and wie remain in the Euchariſt after Con- 
, __ fecration. 

Herribald. Herribald was Biſhop of eMuxerre, in the time that Vallafriday 
Tom.2. ch.19. Styabv wrote. Now he was of the ſame Opinion with Rabanus. 
32, and 61, Thomas Waldenſis aſſures us ſo. Herribald of Auxerre, faith he, 
and Rabanns of Mayence ſay, That the Sacrament of the Euchariſt 

es imto the Draft. The Anonimous Author, contemporary with 

Herribald, Which was publiſhed by Father Ce//o; the Jeſuit, =_- 

fo 
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alſo the ſame. Neverthelefs Lupxs Abbot of Ferriers, Ep. 19. = 
ſpeaking of him, calls him a moſt excellent Prelate, excellentiſſimum * SE ix. 
Praſalem. In the 37th Ep. he ſtiles bim a Man of a lofty and ,5,, 
Divine underſtanding, Al:yſſim & Bivini ingenii. And Hincmarus ——, 
Archbiſhop of Reims, .calls bim the Biſhop of Venerable Qualities. De prxq <6 
So that the very Chronicle of Auxtrre intimates, that there was des 
ingrav'd on his Monument this Inſcription, Here lies the body of St. 

Herribald. Therefore the Author of the 1ſt Treatiſe of the Per- 
petwity of the Euchariſt, ſaith in page $43, That Herriba/Jand Rha- 
banus, were Adverſaries to Paſceſius: Tho in the 2d Treatiſe of 
the Perpetuity, in page 842, he faith, ſpeaking of the Miniſter 
Claude, who told bim, that Amalarius and Herribald were in any 
wiſe Adverſaries to Paſchas ? ET. 

It appears by the Letter Paſchaſins wrote to Frudegard, that he Frndegardus. 
was not of the ſame Judgment Paſchaſius was of, ſeeing he oppoles 
to him St. Auſtin's 23d Letter to Boniface, Sic VVidefort contra V Vick- 
liff, ad art. 1. | 

* Ratramne,Prieſt and Frier of Corby,experienc'din the Scriptures, R:tramm. 
equally eſteem'd for his Learning and Manners, whom t Hinsmar, * Trithem. de 
{ Lupus Abbot of Ferriers, his Contemporaries ; .*. Sigebert who liv'd Script. Ecclef. 
in the xi. Century, and Father + Cellot the Jeſuits Anonimus, do all ! - Przdeſt. 
make mention of, under his true name of Ratramne ; wrote a | 72: Script. 
Book under the Reign of Charles the Bald, as is reported by the Fcclef. 
ſame 7rythemins, Which he intitul'd, Of rhe Body and Blood of the +De Euchr. 
Lerd : From a, Monk of Corby , he was made Abbot of Owais. © 1. 
The Preſident -'» Maugnin ſpeaking of bim, faith, he wasa Learned . 4 
Door of the Church, eminent in Probity, and in Doctrine, an Om 
undaunted defender and proteftor of the Catholick Truth, againſt c. 17. tom. 2. 
Innovators. He dedicated his Book to the Emperor Cherles the pag. 133 & 
Bald. Now this Author did not believe Tronſubſtantiation, becauſe 135: 
- he ſaith, © For as 10 the ſubſtance of thoſe Creatures, they are after 
© Conſecration what they were before; they were before bread and 
© wine, and it is plainly ſeen, that after Conſecration theſe created ſubs 
© ſtances - remasn in the very ſame ſpeexes... 
. And a little after he ſaich, © Zhis ſpiritual fleſh which fairitually » ; 
© feeds Believers, is made of grams af - wy by the hands p7 uf the Apolog 

athers, 


is tiled a learn'd-Brnediftin Defender of Grace, a_Man of great Wiſdom and Reputation '; 
and in the 1ſt treatiſe of the Perpetuity, p. 3. Cc. 5. he is ſtiled an obſcure kind of a perſon, 
tharevaporated himſelf in obſcure Reafonings,which he adted ro'thoſe of the Church , ang 
explained as he-pleaſed himſelf, as ſome are pleaſed to ſay, 


ſich 


_—_ W-- Doron. - . Keel : 
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| FN © ſuch as it appears to our ſight ; but it hath neither bones nor ſinews, 
AGE ix. © go no diſtin&ion of parts, nor is it enliven'd with a Soul, or reaſona- 
SV ©Ble ſubſtance. ' To conclude, it is unable to move of it ſelf, and if it 
Ratrammns. «< pves life, it is the effet} of a ſpWitual virtue, of an inviſible, and 8 
© Divine Virtue and Efficacy. A little after he faith again, As rhe 
© Water repreſents the People in the Sacrament, if it were true, that the 
© Bread conſecrated by Miniſters was corporally changed into the Body of 
© Feſus Chriſt, it muſt alſo neceſſarily follow, that the water which is = Ia 

* mingled with it were changed into the blood of the faithful 7 >; 

© for where there i but one ſanfification, there ought to be but one 

© operation ; and the Myſtery ſhould be equal where the Reaſon of the ; 
© Myſtery is the ſame. It #s evident there is no corporal change in the ' 
© water, and by oonſequence, there is no corporal change to be expefted 

© in the wine. All that is ſaid of the Body of the people repreſented by 

© water, is underſtood ſpiritually + it is then a neceſlary conſequence, 

© that what is ſaid of the blood of Feſus Chrift repreſented by the 

© wine, muſt be underſtood ſpiritually. Again The things which dif- 

* fer amongſt themſelves, are not one and the ſame thing. The Body of 

© Feſus Chriſt which was dead and roſe again, and become immortal, 

© doth dye no mcre, Death has no more deminion over it, it is Eternal, 

© and can no more ſuffer ; but that which is celebrated in the Church 5s 

© remporal and not eternal, and it is corruptible and not incorraptible, | 

© And again; it muſt then be ſaid, that the body of Feſus Chriſt, ſuch 

© as it is made in the Charch, was incorruptible and eternal. 'Newer- | 

© theleſs it cannot be denied that what is ſo cut into morſels to be eat, 

© changed and corrupted, and that being eat with the teeth, it goes into 

© che Body. Again, Now *tis true that the figure and the yeallity are 

© things diftmtt, —_ the body and blood which are - celebrated 

© in the Church, are different from the fleſh and blood of the body of | 

© Feſus Chriſt, which it is well known, is glorious ſince bis Reſurreftion, 

© therefore the body that we celebrate i: a pledg and figure. 

Theſe words of Ratramme or Bertram, are fo clear,that it is won- 

der'd the Author of the Peyperuity ſhould fay jn the firſt Treatiſe, - 

p.3.that Bertram is an obſcure Author,and not evidently favourable | 

to Calviniſts, but that Carholicks may explain him in a good ſenſe. 

T exp tell what to call this —q_— WY FR | 
ES oby Erigen, a Scotch Man, whom the or Charles the 
Hen Ergen commited to write touching the Body Cad Blood of the 

Lord, as he had done alſo to Retramne, which appears by Bor- | 

renges's Letter to Richard, publiſh'd by Dom Luke D* Achery in wy ( 
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24 Tome of his Spicileg, was of an opinion contrary to Paſchaſins, SSALN 
as is acknowledged by * Lanfrank; and Berenger in his Epiſte to & G E 1x. 
the ſame Lanfrank ; and Hincmar faith of 7:bm Erigen, that he >— Y 
tavght, + That the Sacrament of the Altar was not the real Body and ſoon prigens: 
Blood of Feſus Chriſt, but only the Remembrance both of the one and + = welt 2 
the other : And Berenger writing to Lanfranc, ſaith to him, If you cp,, Ft. ; 
bold John for a Heretick, whoſe Tudgment we have been inform'd of - 
touching the Sacrament, you muſt alſo hold for Hereticks, Ambroſe, , 
Chryſoſtom, Auſtin, not to mention many more. Nevertheleſs * W:l- De Geſt.Reg- 
liam of Malmsbury, || Roger de Hoveden, and f Matthew of We mins | Annal.per 
fter, ſpeak of Fobn Scor, as of the greateſt Man of his time ; and pred. ad $82. 
Molanus Profeſſor in Divinity at the Univerſity of Lowain, in his t 44 4n.g83- 
Appendix to the Martyrology of Uſuart, at the Letter has left 
theſe Words engraven, Fobn Scot, Martyr, tranſlated Dionyſiu:'s 
Eccleſiaſtical Hierarchy, after which by Authority of the Popes, he was 
put in the numper of the Martyrs of Feſus Chrift. To conclude, 
the Roman rology, which we have in our Library, Printed 
at Antwerp, Anno- 1586; by order of Gregory the 13:b, as is ſaid 
in the Title of the Book, Martyrologium Romanum Tuſſu Gregoris 
12, editum, at the 4 of the Ides of November, makes mention of - 
Toby Scot : It's true, the Author of the 1/ Diſſertation upon Fobr 
Scot, which the Author of the Perperuity choſe, having placed the 
faid Diſſertation at the end of his 24 Treatiſe, to which he often 
refers his Readers, has made inthe ſame Diſſertation, a Chapter 
which bears the Title, that Joby Scor was not put into the Cata- 
logue of Martyrs by the Sacred Authority of Popes, .and that his 
Name is not to be found in any Edition of the Roman Martyrology. 
But it is alſo certain, that the ſame Author, who hath alſo pub- 
liſh'd the belief of the Greek Church touching Tranſubftantiation, 
has inſerted in the end of his Book, a Treatiſe Entituled, A Re- 
futation of the Anſwer of a Miniſter of Charenton , to the Diſſer- 
tation which is in the end of Monſiear Arnauds Book, concerning 
the Employments, the Martyrdom, and the Writings of Fobn 
Scot, or Erigen ; and the laſt Chapter of this Refutation hath chis 
Title, A fmcere Declaration of the Author touching ſome things be 
had ſaid in bis Diſſertation, the which he ſince. confeſſes were nat true. 
And in Numb.6. of this Chapter, the Author faith in'theſe Terms, 
in Art. 7. p. 25, ( be ſpeaks of the 7:b Arr. of the firſt Diſſertation 
upon Fobs Scor, which isat the end of Mr. Arnaud: Perperuity ;) it is 
ſaid that *tis falſe that there was a Martyrology Printed at —_— 
y 


68 4 Treetiſe of Tranſabflantiation, 
AuaIAL) by Command of Gregory the 13th in the, Year 1586. 24/y, That 
AGEs. there is not to'be fon A Roman Mareyrology, Printed. at 
N=, Antwerp of any whereelſe, the Commemoration of Fobn Scot on 
Jo Wren che 4th of the ldes of November. It would be ſuperfluous here tq 
_ + relate the Reaſons that they have had, fo poſitively to deny theſe 
matters of Fatt. It is ſufficient, to obſerye, Firſt, That there is a 
Rowan Martyrology ſet forth þy Order of Gregory the 1 3th, and 
Printed by Platm at Antwerp in the Year 1586. -24/y, That 
there is ſeen in this Martyrology, the Commemoration of Fobn Scot 
\,. on the 4th of the' Ides of November in theſe Words, Eodem Die 
, Santt Toannis Scott qui Grafiis puerorum confoſſus, Martyrit Coronam 
Badeprous eff. This Author is of good reputation, and doubtleſs was 
"Darignorant of what St: Auſtin ſaith in ſome ofe his Works, That 
a TBE 4 matter of Religion, is meer Blaſphemy. Nevertheleſs we 
may e, before proceeding any farther, that if Scot had ads 
edany new Doctrine, he would certainly have been reproved 
it bythe Church of Lyons, by Prudentius, by Florys, by the 
fs of Yalence and Langres, which. condemn'd and cenſur'd 

: his t pore on dr of Predeſtination. ER PAY | 
—. St. Prudentius Biſhop of Troyes in Champaign, who aſliſted ag the 
Pradenins. oo Er of Paris in the Year 846, of 204 849,-at Seaſons in 
the Year 853. to. whom Leo the 4b wrote an honourable Letter, 
Which is ta beſcen in the 6:6 Tome of the Councils, of the which 
the Biſhop of Tow/ in the Freneb Martyrology on the 7:b of April, 
having 1310 , that at 7roys bis Anniverſary. is ſolemnized, as of a 
haly Biſhop and Confeſlar ; he alſo makes amagnificent Elegy of 
him. This holy Blſhop, 1 ſay, was of the ſame Judgment- with 
Hinemar de Toby Scot in the Subje@ of the Euchariſt, for Hizcmar Arch Biſhop 
Predeſt. c.31.of Rherhes, numbers him with Fobp Scot, againſt whom he ob- 
ſeryes nevertheleſs, that he. wrote touching Predeſt;votion, and 
ith, <a they both held, That the Sacraments of the Altar ara 
not the frue Bady and Blood of our Lord, but only the commemoration 

.___ of his Body and Blood. urn ue” by 

Chriſtianus * Chriſtianus Drutmar Prieſt and Frier of Corby, famous for his 
Drutmarus- T.earned Works, faith Sigebert of I[luſtrious Men, as alſo the 4bbor 
Trythemius ; wrote a Commentary. upon St. Matthew, about the 
year 845. It is in the Biþlietheca, Parrym, Tom. 16: pag., 301. 
© Feſus Chriſt, faith Drutmar, took Br, 2 3 " Bread ſtrengthens 
* the beart of man, end datb hezter fartifie our-Bltdy than any other food, 
© He therein eſtabliſhes the Sacramtnt of big Lows; hut this propriety 
| | : ought 
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© ought much rather to be attributed to the (piritual bread which per» SYAN 
* fettly ſtrengthens all men, and all creatures, becauſe tis by him we AGE ix. 


* live, move, and have our being. He bleſſed it: He bleſſed it firſt, be- 
* cauſe 48 in his Perſon he bleſſed all Mankind, then afterward; he ſhew- 
© ed that the bleſſing and power of the Divine and Immortal Nature 
© was truly in that Nature which be had taken from the Virgin Mary. 
© He broke it : He broke the Bread which was Himſelf, becauſe expo- 
* [ing himſelf willingly to death,be broke and ſhattered the habitation 0 
* his Soul, to the end that be might ſatisfie us, according to what himſelf 
* ſaith, have power tolay down my life,or to ſave it. And he gave 
© it to his Diſciples,ſaying to them, Take and ear, this is my Body, He 
© pave to bus Diſciples the Sacrament of bis Body for the remiſſion of ſins, 
* and for the keeping of charity, to the end that not forgetting this a= 
* Fion, they ſhould always rn this in fizure, and that they ſhould 
© not be unmindful of what be was about to do for them.This is my Bo- 
« dy,that « to ſay, Sacramentally;and baving taken rhe Cup, be bleſ- 
© ſed it, and gave it to bus Diſciples. As amongſt all things which are 
© neceſſary to preſerve life, Bread and Wine are thoſe that do moſt of all 
© repair and ſtrengthen the weakneſs of nature : It with great rea- 
© (on; that our Saviour was pleas'd in theſe two things to eſtabliſh the 
* Myſtery of by Sacrament ; for Wine rejoyces the _ and imcrea- 
© [es blood,therefore it x very fit to repreſent the Blood of Feſws Chriſty 
© becauſe whatſoever comes from bim,rejoyces with true joy, and encreas 
* ſeth whatſoever there us of good in us. To conclude, as @ perſon that is 
* poing @ long journepleaves to thoſe whom be loves ſome cpg3r 4. 
©f bis kindneſ5,on condition that they ſhould look daily upon itgto the en 
*;hat they may retain him always in remembrance ; ſo in like manner, 
© God by ſpiritually changing the Bread into bis Body,and the Wine into 
© bis Blood, bas commanded us to celebrate this Myſtery, that theſe two 
© things ſhould make us never forget what he hath done for us with bis 
6 Body and Blood, and keep us from being unthankful and ungrateful 
* for bis ſo tender love. Now becauſe water igwont to be mingled with 
© the Sacrament of his Blood, this water repreſents the people for whoms 
© Feſus Chriſt was pleas'd to ſuffer, and the Water is not without the 
© Wine, nor the Wine without the Water, becauſe as be died for us, ſ0 
© alſo we ſhould be ready to die for Him, and for our Brethren, that is 
% ſo, for the Church, therefore there came out of bis ſide Water and 
6 Blood. 


This paſſage is taken out of the Commentary, where the Author 
expounds theſe woxds of the lnſtitution, This « my Body, by theſe 
= | other 


WSWYNL- 
Chriſtianus 
Druemanes. 


60 
—_— — <> 
AGE IX. 


— 
Chriſtians 
Dru! manes, 


Florus Dia- 


CONmHS. 


A Treatiſe of Tranſubſtantiation.- 


other words, Thatis to ſay, in Sacrament, Which are words quite | 


contrary to thoſe of Paſchaſizs; for Paſchaſins ſaid in his Letrer ro 


Frudegard, fearing it ſhonld be thought that Jeſus ſpake in Sa-, 


crament, he ſaid demonſtratively, This is my Body, Ne putares 
aia in Sacramento loquebatur ( Dominn ) Fe. demonſtrative dixit, 
js eſt Corpus meum. So Drutman. makes a difference *rwixt the Body 


and the Sacrament which he eſtabliſhes in the Bread and Wine, which 


he blefſed, . brake, and gave to his Diſciples ; he afcribes ro the 


Wine, only the dignity of «or the Blood of Chriſt ; and. 


that, to conclude, the Bread and Wine are pledges of bis Love. 
Therefore the ſame Author, cap. 56. on theſe words, Iwill drink 
»o more of this fruit of the Vine, until I drink it new with you iv my 
Father*s kingdom ; from that wery hour of Supper, ſaith he, be drank 
no wine, until be became immortal and incorruptible after his Reſur- 
reftion. | 

The Deacon Florus wrote about the fame time, an expoſition of 
the Maſs, which is mention'd in the Bib/zotheca Patrum, Tom.6, 
pag. 170. he there faith, This Body and this Blood is not gather'd in 
Ears of Corn, or in cluſters of Grapesz nature doth not give it us, . but 
it is conſecration that makes it myſtical to us: Feſus Chriſt is eaten 
when the Creatures of Bread and Wine do paſs to the Sacrament of rhe 
Body and Blood, 'by the intffable Sanification of the Holy Ghoſt. He 
« eaten by parcels in the Sacrament, and remains whole and intire 
in Heaven, and whole and intire in our Pearts. Again, All that & 
done in this cblation of the Body and Blood of our Saviour, « a Myſte- 
77, we there ſee one thing, aud we underſtand another what we ſee, 
bath a corporal ſubſtance ; what we underfland, hath a ſpiritual fruit: 
He faith, Feſws Chriſt ſaith to them, take, ear ye all of this; and 
ſpeaking of the Cup, The Wine, faith he, was the Myſtery of our Re- 
demption, and he proves it by theſe words, Iwill drink no more of the 
fruit of the Vine. To conclude, Explaining theſe laſt words of the 
Canon, By which, O Iard, thou daily makeft theſe geod things for us, 
which contain a kind of I Jn in the Latin Liturgy 
does follow the Conſecration ; he ſufficiently intimates to'us, that 
he did not believe the Bread and Hime were changed into the fab- 
ſtance of the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chtiſt, ſeeing he ſpeaks of 
them, as things God had created from the beginning of the world, 
which he creates every year by propagation and reparation, whi 
be ſanCtifies, which he fills with Grace and Heavenly BenediCtion, 
the which himſelf expounds to be Bread and Wine. So 
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* See here Nine or Ten Authors, contemporaries with Paſchaſins, *. - 
which are formally contrary to his Doctrine, beſides thoſe which 4 GE. ix, 
Paſchaſius himſelf ſpeaks of in general, in his own Writings. LR nd 
To conclude the Ninth Century , there might be added the 
manner that Charles the Bald, and the Count of Barcelona ſigned 
the Peace, which was done with the Blood of the Euchariſt, as is 
reported by Monſieur Baluze in his Notes on Agabard, out of Odo 
Aribert, in the year 84.4. It was in the ſame manner that Pepe 7he- 
odore in the Seventh Century ſigned the condemnation of Pirrbus 
the Monotholite, as appears by Baronius on the year 648. $. 15. 


That the Fathers of the TENTH CENTURY did not 
believe Tranſubſtantiation. 


A Eferick Archbiſhop of Canterbury, about the year 940. in one "GET. 
of his Sermons to be ſeen in the Fourth Book of Bedes Eccleſi- Gas 
aſtical Hiſtory, cap. 24. Which we have Copied in the Library of (; yeres 4 
St. Vitor, ſaith, * The Euchariſt is not the Body cf Feſus Chriſt cor- EE 
« norally, but ſpiritually ; not the Body in which he ſuffered, but the INS. 
Perany J Aegan , Index Orders 
* Body of which he ſpake, when conſecrating the Bread and Wine he theſe wordsto 
* ſaid, This is my Body, this is my Blood ; be adds, the Bread is his be blotted 
* Body, juſt as the Manna; and the Wine bis Blood, as the water in the 9. : 
* Deſart was. 
There is another Sermon cited by ſome under the name of Wol- Frrrm— 
fin Biſhop of Saliskury, others ſay *tis of Alfric, wherein the Au- — En” 
thor uſes near the ſame Language. This Sacrfice, ſaith he, is not Apud Uſſeri- 
the Body of Feſus Chriſt wherein be ſuffered fur us, nor bis Blood which #7 de Chre- 
he ſhed, but it is ſpiritually made bis Body and bluod, as the Manna nr, TI 
that fell from Heaven , and the Water that ſprang out of the Reck. gra. 5.2. 54. 
Beſides the'e two teſtimonies, which ſhew what was believed of the 54axo Hom ty. 
Sacrament in England, there is a Sermon ſeen,which was read every — af 
year to the People at Eaſter, to keep in their minds the idea of the 
Ancient Faith ; It is almoſt wholly taken out of Ratramne;; There 
45 great difference, ſaith this Hewilly, berwixt the Budy wherein 7e- 
- ſus Chriſt ſuffered, and the Bogy which is conſecrated for the Euchariſt ; 
for the Body wherein Feſus Chriſt ſuffered,was born s theVirgen Mary, 
and was provided with Blood, Bones, Nerves, and Skin, with bedily 
wembers, and a reaſonable Soul; but his Spiritual Body, which we call 
| "" YN oe a—_— 
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SSASN Eucharift, is compos'd of ſeveral grains of Wheat , witheut Blood, 
AGE x. without Bones, Nerves, and without a Seul. The Body of Chriſt which 
Fatih, ſuffer'd death; and roſe again, ſhall never dye more, it is eternal and 

4x08 Homily. ; mortal ; but ite Enchariſt is temporal and not eternal, it is corruptie 

ble and divided into ſundry parcels, ground by the Teeth, and goes 
alcng with the cther excrements. This Sacrament is a pledge and figure ; 
the Body of Feſus.Chriſt is the Truth it ſelf, we have this pledyze Sacra- 
mentally until we attain to the Truth, and then the fledg fhall be fuk 
fiiPd. And a little lower, If we conſider the Euchariſt after a corpo« 


ral manner, we ſce'i15 a changeable and corruptible Creature ; but if 


we conſider the ſpiritual wirtue that is in it, we eaſily ſee that life 
abides in it, and that it gies immortality to thoſe that receive it with 
Faith. There 1; great difference betwixt the inviſible wirtne of this 
Holy Sacrament, and the viſible form of its proper Nature. By Nature 
it ts corruptibie Eread, and corruptible Wine, but by the virtue of the 
Word of God, it is truly bis Body and Blogd, yet not corporally but (pi 
ritua/ly, A little below, he explains this change, in ſaying, Feſus 
Chriſt by an inviſible virtue did change the Bread and Wine into bis 
Body and Bloed ; but *twas after the ſame manner as he heretofore 
changed Manna, and the Water that came out of the Rock, into the 
ſame Body and Blocd. 
Fulcumus Fulcuin Abbot of the Monaſtry of Lobes, in the Country of 
Tom. 6. Sp;czy. Liege, who departed this Life in the year 990. ſpeaking of the 
de geftis 4bz. Euchariſticel Table, ſaith, That "tis the Table on which is conſumed the 
Lob- p. 573. ſacred Body of our Lord, Which not being to be ſaid of the proper 
Bedy, cannot be underſtood but of the Bread which is called Body, 
an expreſſion which in all likelihood this 4bbor had learn'd of Sr, 
Auſtin, who ſaith, The Bread made for that uſe, is conſumed in rece;- 
wing the Sacrament. That which is ſet on the Table ts conſum'd, the 
boly celebration being ended. 

Herriper, Succeſſor to Fulcuin, and whom he that continued 

- the Hiſtory of the Abbers of Lobes, mentions as a man whoſe vir- 
tue and knowledg was known even to ſtrangers, be colleFed, ſaith 
this Author, ſeveral paſſages of Catholick Fathers againſt Paſchaſius 
Ratbertus, touching the Body _ Blood f our Lord. 

- The Ancient Cuſtoms of the Monaſtry of C/wny, Reprinted by 
-—w y the care of Dow Luke D' Achery, |. 2 ch. 30. ſay, The outſide 0 
Tom.4.in Spee, the Challice is carefully rub", left there ſhould the leaſt drop of t 
p. 146. Wine and Water remain; and being conſecrated, it ſhould fall to the 
ground, and periſh; by which it appears they believed the wine and 


water 


Herriger. 
Iem tom. 6. 
P- 591. 
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water ſtill remain'd after Conſcration , for the true Body of Jeſus SALN 
Chriſt cannot periſh. Again, The Prieſt divides the Hot, a _ AGE x. 
art of it into the Blood ; of cne moiety be communicates bimfel}, and 
Tabd A other, he LEN the a It cannot be ſof| poke of Oe 
the Body of Jeſus Chriſt ; then after the Prieſt has broke rhe HeFF, Cluny. 
: | he puts part of it into the Cup, after the uſua] manner, two parts * 
on the Patten, and covers both the one and the other with a clean 
Cloath; bur firſt of all, he very carefully rubs the Challice, and 
ſhakes it with the ſame hand with which he touched it, fearing, 
leſt that breaking the Bread, there ſhould reſt ſome part of the 
Body of our Lord ( which cannot be faid of the rrue Body of Jeſus 
Chriſt ;) and elſewhere is preſcrib'd what ſhou!d be done, Tf there 
chance to remain ever [0 little of the Body of cur Saviour, Which is 
expounded to be a very little Crum, as *twere indiviſible, and like 
an Atome. To conclude, treating of the Communion of ſick Folks, 16. 3: Cb. 28. 
it is obſerv'd that the Body of our Lord is brought from the Church, p. 217- 
that it is broke, and that the Prieſt holds on the Challice the part 
that he is to bring. It muſt needs be,that by the ſenſe of theſe cuſtoms, 
there muſt be Bread and Wine in the Sacrament, that it may be 
broken, and improperly called Body. : 
Ratherins Biſhop of Verona ſaith, As to the Corporal ſubſtance Ratherins. 
which the Communicant doth receive, ſeeing that *cis I that do Des Contemp.” 
now ask the Queſtion, 1 muſt alſo anfwer niy ſelf, and 1 thereto canon. pore. 
yield ; for ſeeing that to him that receives worthily, it is the true Spirileg. Tonk 
Body, altho one ſees that the Bread is the fame it was before ; and ?- 
true Blood, altho the Hine is ſeen to be the fame it was: | confeſs I 
cannot fay nor think, what it is to him that doth receive unwor- 
thily, that is to fay, that doth not abide in God. Now the.Com- 
municant, can he receive a corporal Subſtance ? Can one fay, that 
one ſees that the Bread is what *ewas before, if the Communicant 
receives no Subſtance ? It is known on the comrary , that what is 
ſeen, is not Bread nor Wine. " 
2 Moreover, Ratherizs condemning Drunkennefs, and Exceſs in 
ſome of his Prieſts, ſaith, that ſome of then ſpew'd before the Al- 
tar of our Lord upon the Body and Blood of the Lamb ; this can be 
underſtood only of the Sacrament, which borrows the Name of 
the thing ſHgnift'd, the abuſe whereof reflects on him that initicuted 
it, 


Fhat 
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That the Authors of the ELEVENTH CENTURY did not 
belizve Tranſubſtantiation. 


HE Author of the Life of St. Genu/phizs, who in all probabi- 
lity lived in the beginning of the Eleventh Century, and was 


St.Genulphits. pybliſhed by Fohn a Boſco a Celeſtin Frier, relates of this Saint, That 


from the very Day of his Ordination, he ſpent the reſt of his Life 
without taſting any Wine, except it was that he receiv'd in the Ce- 
lebration of the holy Sacrament. One would not ſpeak in this man- 
ner, and believe that there was not ine remaining in the Cup af- 
ter Conſecration. | 


Leutherick Arch-Biſhop of Sens, who died in the year of our Lord 
1022. did not believe Tranſubſtantiation , becauſe we read of bim 
in the Life of Pope John the XVII. or according to others the Ele- 
venth. that in this Popes Life, Leutherick Arcb-Biſhop of Sens, laid 
the Foundation and Elements of the Hereſy of Berenger. Whence 
it is, that Helga/d wrote in the Life of King Robert, that his Doctrine 
grew and- increaſed in the World ; Creſcebat, ſaith he, in Szculo, 
notwithſtanding the threatnings which this Prince made to depoſe 
him from his Dignity, if be continued to teach it. 

Fulberr, Anno Dom. 1007. Biſhop of Chartres, and ordain'd -by 
Leutherick, did not believe Tranſubſtantiation , when he ſaid in his 
1/ Epiſtle to Adeodartrs, Thar Jelus Chriſt intending to take up his 
Body to Heaven,/eft us the Sacrament for to be a pleds f bus Body and 
Blood. That under the viſible form of the Creature, there # a ſecret 
Virtue that Operates in.the boly Solemnitics. That the Divine Maje- 
ſty is diffus'd and ſpread abroad in that , which before was but a 
common thing, but being ſanftifi'd by the beavenly Word , it inwardly 
becomes the Body of Feſas Chrift, That this is effeted by the Holy 
Spirit that joyns , unites and. binds the Sacrament to the Body of 
"Jeſus Chrift, (compaginante Spiritu ſan(to) that the terreftrial mat- 
ter ſurpaſſing the Merits of its Nature and. Kind, # changed into the 
ſubſtance, of tbe Body of Feſys Chriit; thatthis change is not impoſſi- 
ble, no, mpre than that is, which arrives z0 us by Baptiſm , being 
changed into the Body of the Church ; not by any priviſedg of Na- 
cure, but by the purchaſe of Faith ; Non Nature privilegio, ſed fidei 
precio, being the ſame outwardly, and changed inwardly: Of 

| SErvants 
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Servants being become Children, being vile and abje@, and all of NASA 


a ſudden acquiring a new Dignity. What wonder is it , that be 


that produced theſe Natures cut of nothing, ſhould convert them into the 
dignity 'of a more excellerit nature, and make them pe into the ſab- Frlbertus.. 


ſtance of his Body? Now the terms of p/edges of the Body and Bleed 
of the-Lord, do ſufficiently ſhew that he made a difference be- 
twixt the Sacrament and his Body ; therefore we ſee before, that 
Ratrarmmne drew the ſame conſequence in ſaying, that which is a 
Rledg and Image, is diſtinct from that whereof it is an Image and 
Pledg. Theſe terrms of a ſecret wirtue by which it operates, of the 
Sacred Majeſty which it ſpreads abroad, of the Holy Spirit that joins 
and unites, of the matter which 3s advanced to a greater dignity, and 
n that he confirms the change of the Bread , by that which hap. 
pens to Pelievers in Bapri/m ; and by that which beſel the Manna 
m the wilderneſs ; as alſo what he farther ſays to Frudegard in his 
2d Epiſtle of the Communion, as of a- thing whereof the Prieſt 
newly ordained, during 40 days, received a little Portion, par- 
wvam particular, which might be taken by motlels, or: by bits, 
winuratim ſumere, in that be calls the ſanftified *Breed, Exchariſt, 
and that he ſaith, That the ſanFified Bread is called the true Body of 
Feſus Chriſt x in that he ſaith elſewhere wich St. Auſtin, That be that 
abides not tm Feſus Chrift, and in whom Feſus Chriſt abideth not, doth 
wot eat his Fleſh, "nor drink his Blood , though Le eats and drinks to his 
condenmation, the Sacrament of [0 great a thing. All this ſheweth, 
that Berenger had all teafon to alſedg in his defetiee the Authority 
of Fulbert, as appears by Berenger's Letter ro'Ritberd, which Let» 
ter isprinted by Dom Luke D* Achery in the 24 Tome of his Spirileg. 
If things be fo, ſaith Berenger to Richard, how is it thar this Do- 
Arine of the Euchariſt , 'E6ntain'd in the Writings of Biſhop 
Falbert of glorious Memory , ſhould come to my knowledg, 
which ſome indeed imagine to be of this Biſhop, but was indeed 
taught by St. Anſtim ? | 


Berzon Abbot of Auge, who about the Year 1030, wrote a g—— 
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Xl, 


Treatiſe of things concerning the Maſs, faith in the 1// Chapter, ———-— 
Thar Pope Sergins commanded to fing the Agnus Dei at the Break- ph. Tom.1o. 


ing of the Body of the Lord ; now this being notto be underſtood 
of the proper Body of Jeſus Chriſt, it muſt be underſtood of the 
Sacrament, which is the figure of his Body : They do not ſpeak (o 
now, they ſay the Sg is broken, but they do not ſay the Body of 
Jeſus Chriſt is &roken; And in the 51h Chap. he ſaith, That we are 

ax refreſhed 
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In Willel.4.6.3. 


Tom 2. Spi- 
cileg, p. 598: 


F.Gregory 7. 
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refreſhed with the Wine which is im the Cup, in Type of the Blood of Fe- 
us Chriſt, 

FD biſhop of Angers,was of Berengers opinion, as appears by the 
24 Tome of the Bibliotbeca Patrum,p. 319, aLetter the Biſhop of 
Liege writ to K. Henry againſt Bruno and Berenger, his Arch-Deac n. 
Sigebert in his Chronicle of Mireus his Edition at Antwerp, 1608, 
ſaith, That many did diſpute for and againſt Berenger, by word o 
mouth, and by Writing. The Manuſcript of this Chronicle, whi 

is ſeen in Monſieur 4 Thous's Library faith the ſame:As alſo Conrart 
de Brumwill , apud Suriun wita Wolphelmi ad ap. Mathew of Weſt- 
minſter on the year 1080, ſaith, 'That Berenger had almoſt corrup- 
ted all France, Laly, and England, with his Doftrine. Matthew 
Paris, and William of Malmsbury do affirm, That all France was 
full of his Doftrine, Thomas Waldenſis relates the Atts of the 
Council held under Gregorythe 7th, wherein there was a more mo- 
derate Confeſſion of Faith touching the Sacrament prepared, than 
that under Alexander the 24, predeceſlor ro Gregory ; Berenger was 
forced to ſign it,after which Greg. 7th. gave him Letters of Recom- 
mendation, which Dom Luke D* Acbery, has cauſed to be printed 
in one of the Tomes df his ColleCtion. Nevertheleſs it appears 
by the Acts, and by Hugh de Flawigny, in the Chronicle of Verdun 
inthe 1/ Tome of Father LU Abbes Bibliotheque, in an. 1078, that 
there were ſeveral in that Aſſembly that maintained Berengers 
DoQtrine againſt Paſchaſixs, that this Arch Deacons Adverſaries 
knew not how to anſwer his Reaſons, as the Chronicle of Mount 
Caſſin teſtifies, }. 2. c. 33. And Sigonius de Regno TItali. relates 
lib. 9. on. the year 1059. That they were forc'd to ſend to the 
Monaſtry of Mount Caf , for a learned Frier called Albert, 
whom Pope Stephen, ſaith Sigonius, made Cardinal. Deacon, who 
being come, and .not able to anſwer Berengers Arguments , defſi- 
red a' weeks time to conſider of them ; neither was Pope Gregory 
the 7th himſelf well ſatisfied with what was urged againſt Berenger, 
ſeeing that Cardinal Bernon, in the life of Hildebrand, and the 
Abbot of Ursberg in the year 1080, do write, That Gregory the 
7th, wavering in the Faith, caus'd a Faſt to be kept by his Car- 
dinals, that ir might be diſcover'd whether the Chusch of Rome, 
or Berenger were in the. beſt opinion touching the Body of Jeſys 
Chriſt in the Sacrament. One argument that Gregory the 7tb, 
was not very contraty to Berenger, is, that the Abbot of Ursberg, 
and Aventin, that has it from Otro Fraxinenſfs,. relate on the year 


1080, 


UMI 
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1039, that thirry Biſhops and Lords being aſſembled apud Brixiam NAT 
Nemicam did depoſe Gregory the 7th, amongſt other things, for AG E xi. 
being a Diſciple of Berengers. Before Tend my Diſcourſe of Be TV, 
renger, it is neceſſary to obſerve, that the Confeſſion that was Bruno. 
extorted from him, is not maintainable, ſeeing thar, as is related 

by Lanfranc and Alger, it is therein ſaid, that Feſas Chriſt not 

enly in Sacrament, but alſo in reality, is touched and broken by the Rs 6 


Teeth, 

Theophyla# Arch-Biſhop of Bulgary ſaid in his time, That God, F5,,57577 
Fiore xr to our infirmity, doth preſerve the Species of Bread tu 
erd Wine, and changes them into tbe virtue of the Body and Blood of <. 14: ay 
Chrif. Alſoin his time the Greeks did not believe Tranſubtantia- 

1108. 

In all probability Nicetas Peforatus did not believe it, ſeeing 55— 
Cardinal rs whom Pope Leo the 9th ſent to them, boury . wy 
him, Perfidious Stercoraniſt,ſays he to him,you think that the Partici- FE 
pation of the Body and Blood of our Lord breaks the Faſts of Lent, and 4. Bibl. of "a 
other holy Faſts, believing that the Heavenly, as well as the terreſtrial Patr. Edit. 
Food, is caſt out into the Draft, by the ſordid and ſtinking way of the wlt. 445. 
Belly. 
Alger de Sacram.1. 2. c. 1. Tom. 6. of the Fathers, [;b. and the 
Jeſuit Cellor , in Append. Miſcel. Opuſe. 7. p. 564. do frequently 
umpute this Error to the Greeks. # 

The Author of the Chronicle Malleacenſis, on the year 1098 z, 
obſerves in the Monaſtry ( Cormoriaceyſi), That there was a 
Friar called Literis, of ſuch great abſtinence, that for Ten years 
time, he drank neither Wine nor VVater, but what be received in the 
Sacrament; of neceſſity then, what one drinks in the Euchariſt, 


muſt be true Wine, and true Water. 


— 


That the Authors of the TWELFTH CENTURY did not 
believe Tranſubſtantiation. 


Onorius Prieſt and Theologal of the Church of Rutey, did £20 
not believe Tranſubſtantiation,ſeeing Thomas Waldenſis, Tom... G E xii. 
c. 90. ſaith, That this Theo/ogal was of the Set of the Bread-eaters Shemarine. 
of Rabanus, de Sefta Panitarum Rabani; and Honorius faith with —— __ 
Raban, thatthe Sacrament which is received with the Mouth, is 5, Gemma 4. 
K converted wm /.1.6,11 1; 
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ANAL converted into bodily food, but the virtue of the Sacrament is 
A G E xll that whereby the inward M3n is fed and ſatisfied. He faith alſo, 
\—V- That the Hoſt is broken, becauſe the Bread of Angels was broken 
Honor. _ for us upon the Croſs t. 

F Ib. c. 63. * That the Biſhop bites one piece. that he divides it in parts,that 
Ib. C. 64 «,: G ! eats P _ 
1 Ibid c. 65. if i NOT received whole, bur broke in three parts, || that when 'tis- 

put in the Wine, itis ſhewed that the Son! of our Lord rerurn'd to 

his Body, and he calls that which is broke, the Body of the Lord ; 

then he obſerves, that the Sub-Deacon receives from the Deacon 

the Body of our Saviour, and that he carries it to the Prieſts ro 

divide it to the People ; all this can only be underſtood of the 

Bread, which is improperly called the Body. | 

Ryupirtus. Rupert Abbot of Duits, near Cologne, upon Exodus, I. 2. c. 10. 

A. 1111. ſaith, That the Holy Ghoſt doth not deſtroy the Subſtance of 

Bread, as he did notdeſtroy the human Nature, when he joined it 

tothe Word ; and in his 6:6 Book on St. Fohn, of the Paris Edition, 

inthe year 1638, he faith, That as the Word was made Fleſh, 

not being changed into Fleſh, but in aſſuming Fleſh, ſo alſo the 

Word made Fleſh, is made wi/ible Bread, not being changed into 

Bread, but taking and transferring the Bread into the Unity of 

D» Seriptor. his Perſon. We will ſay nomoreof this Author, becauſe Bellar- 

Eccleſ” |. 3. c. tin and ſeveral others. do freely confeſs that _ did not believe 

11.63 15. Tranſubſtantiation ; alſo Honorius of Autur gives him extraordinary 

| Commendations, ſaying, That Rupert i[luminated with a Viſion 

———— Ec- of the Holy. Ghoſt, explained almoſt all rhe Holy Scriptures in 
= an admirable ſtile. 

—— Zonaras inthe Eaſt did not believe Tranſubſtantiation, ſeeing he 

T»n. 6. OF. (ith of the Euchariſt, That it is a Shew-Bread which is ſubje&# to 


Alex in No- i : 
£1; valcani ad corruption, and which is eat and ground wito the Teeth. Panis pro- 


LG HAY AS. 


—_— ._ —— — 


Francuss The Abbot Francu,in all likelihood, Abbot of Lobbes, did not 
: approve the opinion of Tranſubſtantration, ſeeing the Centuriators 
of Magdebourgs obſerve, that he had no right judgment of the 
Lords Supper, allcrting that the true Body of Chriſt was not in the 

— = tioly Sacrament, 
Emalaricus. Amalaricus Biſhop of Chartresin the year 1207, a man of great 
Reputation for i: - Knowiedg and Wiſdom, faith Gaugwin in his 
.6:b Book of the Hiſtory of France, in the Reign of Philip the Au- 


ug[t 


GD. > So 
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guſt, amongſt other things, denied Tran/ubſtantiation. Bernard of In Catal in 


Luxemburg, Prateolur, and Alpbonſus alaftro, report the ſame of Almar.contr® 
Amaury, as alſo Genebrard in his Chronicle, lib. 4. Anno. 1215: Hereſ. verb. 


Euch. 4. 
Opinions of Authors of the THIRTE ENTH CENTURY, LY 
: . AGE iii. 
and afterwards, touching 'Tranſubſtantion. —m—p—_— 


T's true, Pope Innocent the 2d. did condemn this Amaury at the 
Council of Lateray, after his death, in the year 1215. but 
*tis not ſaid wherefore; and what was tranſated in this Council, 
deſerves not to be much regarded, if it be conſider'd after what 
manner things were there tranſacted, The Pope, who then pre- 
ſided , was a man full of vain glory and ambition ; Mathew Paris 
and Mathew of Weſtminfer intimate ſo much of him , and that 
the liberty of voting and ſpeaking was denied to the Prelates of the 
Aſſembly, for they were not ſeen to propoſe, nor deliberate, nor 
adviſe, nor prepare any of the Conſtitutions which were there in 
great numbers ; but they were preſented to the Council ready 
drawn up, it not appearing that the advice of the Aſſembly was 
taken on each of them, as is uſually practis'd in all free and law- 
ful Councils. Mathew Pars, on the year 1215. ſpeaks in theſe 
terms, Every one being Aſſembled in the place aboveſaid, and 
each having according to the cuſtom of General Councils, taken 
their place, the Pope having firſt made an Exhortatory Sermon, 
there was read in full Council Sixty Articles; which were liked by 
ſome, and diſliked by others, 

Godfry, a Frier of St. Pantalion at Cologne, faith, there was no- 
thing worth the remembrance done at this Council, only that the 
Eaſtern Church ſubmitted to the Weſtern, which before was never 
known. ' Mauclerns, and Platina, in the Life of Innocent - the 3d. 
affirm the ſame, for they mark, that ſeveral things were there 
propos'd, but that nothing was clearly determin'd. And Kings 
and Princes have no Reaſon to allow of this Council, becauſe in 
the 3d Chap. of the ſaid Council, power is given to the Pope to 
deprive Princes and Lords of their Lands, and to give them to 
others. 

Guy le Gros Archbiſhop of Narbonne, in the year 1268. did not 
believe Tranſubſtantiation ; for =_ at. Rome, and _— 
2 m 


Ad Ann.1215. 
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mirtd to a certain DoCtor, being return'd to Narhonne, Pope Cle- 
ment the IV. wrote him a Letter, telling him that a certain Doctor 
inform'd; him, that diſcourſing with him, he held thac the Body 
of Chriſt was not eſſentially in the Sacrament , and no otherwiſe 
than as the thing ſignified is in the Sign; and that he ſaid alſo this 
Opinion was common at Pars. This appears by the Regiſter'd 
Manuſcript of the Letters of Clement the IV. And to ſhew thar 
the Arch-Bifhop of Narberne ſaid this DoCtrine was very frequent 
at Paris; we find that two years after, that is to ſay, in the year 
1270. Which was in the year St. Lewis died; Stephen Biſhop of 
Paris,. by: advice of ſome Doctors in Divinity, condemned thoſe 
which held, that God cannot make an Accident to be without a 
Subject, becauſe ir is of its Eſſence to be actually in its SubjeCt. 
21y, That the. Accident without a Subje:t, is not evident, unleſs 
it be equivocal. 23/y, That to make the Accident ſubſtiſt withour 
its Subject, as we think it does in the Euchariſt, is a thing impoſ- 
ſible, and implies a ContradiCtion. 4/y, That God cannot make 
the Accident be without its Subject, neither that it ſhould have 
ſeveral Dimenſions. Which Maxims being inconſiſtent with Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, doth plainly ſhew, that even at that time, Men 
were divided on the SubjeCt of Tranſubſtantiaticn. One William, 
fith the Frier Walſingham, in the Life of Richard the 24, King 
of England, on the year 1381. Preached at Leiceſter on Palm: Sun- 
day, That the Sacrament of the Altar is real Bread after Conſecration ;; 
and that the Biſhop of Lincoln going to puniſh him for ir, the Peo- 
ple appearing concern'd for him, made the Biſhop not dare doany 
thing againſt him, which doth plainly ſhew, that in that time the 
Doftrine of Tranſub/tantiation had not taken any deep root in the 
minds of the People. ; 

In Richard. 2. Reginald Peacock Biſhop of Chicheſter in England, in the year 

Anno 1282. 1457, did not hold Tranſubſtantiation, ſeeing Balems reports on the 

Tom. 2. Ch. 19. Credit of Thomas Gaſconins and Leland, that he had no found 
thoughts touching the Euchariſt, and that he aſſerted the Doftrine 
of Wickliff. 

Tho. Waldenſ{ Now the Doctrine of Wicklif, as is related by this Frier W/alfing- 

in Epiſt. ad ham, and Thomas Waldenſis, was, That after Conſecration by the 

Mars. 5. Prieſt in the Maſs, there remains true Bread and Wine, ſuch as 
they were before; nevertheleſs, faith Walſmgham, the Lords and 

Is Rich, 22, Nobles of the Land favour'd Wickliff; which ſhews plainly, that 
the belief of 7ranſubſtantiation was not generally received. 


Guy 
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Guy of Cluvigny, DoQtor in Divinity, of the Order of Carmelites, 
and Reader of the Sacred Palace, did not hold Tran/ubftantiation, 
but held the Opinion of Rupert de Duits, to wit, the Impanation ; 
and ſaid, That this Opinion was fo agreeable to him,, that if. he 
were Pope , he would eſtabliſh it. Thomas Waldenſis reports the Twm, 2. Ch. 64 
ſame thing, having receiv'd it from Joby of Paris. It's certain 
that John of Paris teacheth fo in his Manuſcript Treatiſe in the 
Library of St. Vi#or, having for its Title, Determinatio fratris 
Foannis de Pariſis Predicators de modo exiſtendi Corpres Chriſti in 
Sacramento Altaris alio quam ſit ille quem tenet Eccleſsa. 
The ſame fobn de Pars wrote the Treatiſe above mention'd, \ 
about the year 1300. he wasa Facobin, and Door of the Sorbon;z 
be held that the Euchariſt is the Body of Chriſt, as Rupert de Duits, 
and Guy of Cluvigny did , to wit, by Aſſumption, Jefus Chriſt ha- 
ving taken the Bread into the Unity of his 5, p'ſitum, as he took the 
human Nature into the Unity of his Perſon. And towards the 
end of the Manuſcript it is (aid , That the faculty thought fic, 
that che manner of explaining the Euchariſt, by 4fjumprion of the 
Bread, or by Converſion, was a probable Opinimm ; but that neither the 
one nor the other was decided as a matter of Faith ; and that whoever 
ſaid otherwiſe, did not ſay well, and run the riſque of Excommuni- 
cation. In praſentia Collegii Magiftrorum in Theologia difum eſt ; ((ays 
the end of the Manuſcript) utrumque modum ponendi Corpus Chriſt 
eſſe in Altari tenet pro Opinioni probabili, & approbat utrumque per.-- 
---Et per difta Santtorum. Dicit tamen quod nullus eſt determina- 
tus per Eccleſiam, © idcirco nulles cadit ſub fide, & |; aliter dixiſſet, 
minus bene dixiſſet , & qui aliter dicunt minus bene dicunt, & qui de- 
terminate aſſereret alterum preciſe cadere [ub fide incurreret ſententiam, 
Canonis vel Anathemats. Thomas Waldenſis attributes this Opinion 
ro John de Paris. 
There is commonly found in the Library of the Franciſcan Fri- 
ers, a Book called the Poor's Reckoning, writ by one, called De Gors, 
a Doftor of Tholouſe, and Native of Arragon; he Dedicated his 
Book to Alphinſus of Arragon Arch-Biſhop of Sarragoſſa. He charg- 
eth fobn de Pars with the Opinion of the Impanation, and doth 
not condemn it. It is on the 42h Book of Sentences, Di#F. 1 1. 9. 3. 
The Continuator of V//:if;am de Nangis, his Manuſcript Chronicle 
in the Library of St. German de Pres, that Fobs de Pars is tiled, 
Dottor of great Knowledg and Learning. * 7rythemixs and Au- * - $cripe. 
&uar. + le Mire, give him alſo the ſame Epithets, on 


1k. _ 


72 A Treatiſe of Tranſubſtantiation. 


T obſerve, That in this Manuſcript, Fob» de Paris to confirm 


his Opinion, makes uſe of the Authority of the Maſter of the Sen- | 


tences, in 4th Sent. Di#. 21. (I take it to be Di#. 12.) as if the: 
Maſter of the Sentences ſhould there ſay, That the Impanaticn is a 
probable Opinion. He allo cites to the ſame purpoſe, Dominus Heſti- 
enſem, &c. Super Corpus juris extra de ſumma Trinit. & fide Ca- 
thol. C. firmiter Oredimus , & de Celebratione Miſſarum , ' cap. cum 
Marta. 

Albertns Magnus expounds the Euchariſt by Tranſubſtantiation, but 
he ſaith, /a/vo Meliori judicio, Which ſhews that he did not believe 
it as of Faith. 

Durand#s of St. Porciew taught, that the ſubſtance of Bread Re- 
main'd, but that the form was chang'd. 

Ing. diſt. 17. Durand in the 4. Sent. diſt. 10. q. 13. faith, That in his time 

Q 3. there were Catholick DoCtors which taught, the Bread remain'd in 
the Euchariſt , and did prove it by the Confeſſion which Berenger 
was forc'd to make, affirming this opinion was not condemn'd. 

Cornelius Biſhop of Bitonte, declared againſt Tranſubſtantiation 
in the Council of Trent ; Canus Locor. Theol. 1. 12. c. 1 3. 

Diſp 49. Set, Dominicus Bannes taught, that the Exiſtence of Bread doth re- 

4. Diſp.9.5ett. main, that ſo the Accidents of Bread and Wine may remain by this 

_ Exiſtence. At leaſt Suarez, and Mairat attribute this oppinion to 
him: ; 

To all which, if we add the Doctors that we have mention'd in 
our firſt Part, that could not ſpeak of Tran/ub/tantiation but as of a 
New Doftrine, and which could not be proved by the Scriptures, 
without intimating thu: they were not at all ſatisfied with it ; we 
ſhall ee it plainly appears, that we cannor apply to the Dottrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation, the Rule of Vincentius Lirrinenſis , Which is of- 
fer'd to us by the Biſhops of France. 


The CONCLUSION. 


7 — the Biſhops are humbly deſired, That they would 
not continue to exerciſe ſo much rigor and ſeverity againſt 
the Proteſtants of France, who having yielded farther than they well 
could with a ſafe Conſcience, to obey the Kings Orders, yet can- 
not in any wiſe reſolve to make any profeſſion of the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation , it appearing that they oppoſe it only for Con- 
ſcience ſake, and as being contrary to the very Rule offered to 
them by the Biſhops themlelyes. If 
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If St. Auſtin could fay, That thoſe ought not to be eſteemed Epiſt. 162. 
Hereticks that with an honeſt mind maintained the Errors of their 
Anceſtors, and are ready to relinquiſh them when they are better 
inform'd of the Truth ; how much greater Reaſon is there to bear 
with People who do ſhew by the very confeſſion of Remiſh Catho- 
lick Doftors, That the DoCtrine of Tren/vbfentiation is a new in- 
vention, and by conſequence, that it ought not to be impoſed as 
an Article of Faith, by the very Rule laid down by the Biſhops of 
France. 

No reaſonable perſon can find any queſtion in matter of Religion 
whereto this Rule of St. Auſtin's can be more juſtly applied. For 
if it 2e not obſerv'd in this controverſy of Tranſubtantiation, there 
will never be any thing found that it may be uſed in. 

If then ſuch Perſons are not Herericks for ſeeking the Truth, and 
that they think *tis their duty to ſeek it; thar they are of the judg- 
ment of Catholick DuCtors, and that they obſerve the Rule pre- 
ſcribed by the Biſhops ; it is no way ſafe to perſecute them to that 
degree of violence, to make them believe that which is contrary to 
che Rule which is laid down ; and therefore, what is ſaid by St. Au- 
ftin on Pſalm 54. ſhould ſeriouſly be conſider'd, Plerumque cum tibs 
wvideris Odiſſe intmicum, fratrum odiſti, & neſcts. 


FINIS 


ADDEND 4: 


Heſe words in their place, are alſo to be added. The heavenly Fhe Gloſs on 
Sacrament which truly repreſents the fleſh of Feſus Chriſt,zs called the Canon hoe 
the Body of Chriſt, but improperly ; and nevertheleſs it is ſo called after eſt, in the 2. 
its manner, not according to the truth of the thing, but by a ſiqnificnt amr 
gd wy # J | 
Myſtery ; ſo that the meaning is, "tis called the Body of Fejus Chriſt, 
that is to ſay, that the Body is thereby ſignified. And alſo the Text of 
the Canon taken out of St: Auſtin ; Sicut Celeſtis panis qui Chriſti De conſec. 2: 
caro eſt, ſuo modo wocatur Corpus Chriſti, cum re vera ſit Sacramentum 6. 48, 


Corporis Chrijti, illins videlicet quod wviſubile, palpabile, mortale, &c. 
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